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JURISDICTION OF COURT OF EQUITY TO 
APPOINT RECEIVER FOR A FOREIGN 
CORPORATION. 

In Love v. R. P. K. Pressed Metal Co., 
99 Atl. 1, decided by Connecticut Supreme 
Court of Errors, appears an_ interesting 
discussion about domiciliary and ancillary 
receivers of a corporation and the nature 
of the jurisdiction exercised by a court of 
equity in the appointment of the latter kind 
of receivers. 

The real jurisdiction that is exercised in 
the appointing of ancillary receivers is 
shadowed forth by what is asserted as to the 
right of a court to act where no steps have 
been taken in the home state of a corpora- 
tion in the appointment of a receiver. Thus 
it is said: “It would be an intolerable 
proposition to assert that any local business 
was beyond the original equity jurisdiction 
of our courts merely because it was con- 
ducted by a foreign corporation. The 
principle that courts will not interfere in 
what are usually called the internal affairs 
of a foreign corporation must yield to the 
larger and more important principle that 
all who choose to engage in business with- 
in the state, whether under a corporate 
franchise or ‘not, necessarily subject such 
business to the jurisdiction of the courts 
as fully as if it were conducted by our own 
citizens or corporations.” 

Then the court proceeds to consider the 
contention that the court of another juris- 
diction than that of the corporation’s domi- 
cile “has power to appoint an ancillary re- 
ceiver, but not an original receiver for that 
purpose, or in other words, that it had no 
jurisdiction to appoint any receiver at all for 
the purpose of winding up the local business 
of a foreign corporation, until the courts 
* * * had first appointed a general re- 
ceiver in winding up proceedings at the 
domicile of the corporation,” Jt declares 





this contention to be “manifestly inconsist- 
ent with the independent sovereignty of 
the state of Connecticut.” 

The contention was urged that the faith 
and credit clause gave to proceedings at 
the domicile a compulsory force in appoint- 
ment of ancillary receivers, but it was said 
this clause could not be applied in this way 
because “all of the powers of any court 
must be derived from the state which cre- 
ated it,’ and “therefore the jurisdiction of 
our superior court to wind up the locdal 
business of foreign corporations in ancil- 
lary receivership proceedings is an exercise 
of powers derived exclusively from the 
state of Connecticut, and in the absence of 
statute, it is an exercise of the inherent 
powers of the superior court as a court of 
general chancery jurisdiction.” 

It seems clear that were a statute spe- 
cifically to provide that courts might pro- 
ceed to wind up the local business of a for- 
eign corporation just as it might wind up 
that of a domestic corporation, then for- 
eign corporations would be advised that, 
when they conducted local business they 
submitted themselves to such a consequence. 
Is it not true that they must take notice of 
the inherent jurisdiction of courts in states 
where they operate? This question seems 
to answer itself. 

But it cannot be denied that it has been 
the practice of courts other than of the 
domicile of a corporation to appoint receiv- 
ers only after the courts of the home state 
have acted. As said in Sands v. Greeley, 
88 Fed. 1. c. 132, 31 C. C. A. 426, “the prac- 
tice has become common of applying for 
auxiliary or ancillary appointments. * * * 
The decree in the court of the domicile of 
the corporation is evidence in every other 
state that the corporation is insolvent, and 
that a proper case exists in that state for 
the appointment of a receiver, and it is to 
be respected accordingly, in obedience to 
the constitutional provision whereby “full 
faith and credit is to be given in each state 
to the records and judicial proceedings of 
every other state in the union,” 
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It seems to us, however, that logic from 
the conclusion that such a decree is thus 
protected has its limitations. If there is 
inherent right in courts where local busi- 
ness is carried on to administer that busi- 
ness, the decree of the courts of the home 
state ought not to be construed as meaning 
any more than that the corporation is in- 
solvent so far as the business done in the 
home state is concerned. And, if this is 
not strictly true then there is a disputable 
presumption as to whether a corporation 
carrying on business at home and_ else- 
where is insolvent as to all of its business. 
The decree is disputable on the score of 
faith and credit in the same way that a 
judgment fair on its face may be disputed 
elsewhere by averment and proof that 
there was no jurisdiction, as for want of 


service on defendant, to render the judg-. 


ment. 

Viewing the matter in this way, may it 
not be thought that a sort of comity in rec- 
ognition of decrees in the home state of a 
corporation has grown more out of conven- 
ience than principle? It would seem to 
be true that a corporation’s affairs, 
both foreign and domestic, should be treat- 
ed as a unit so far as creditors and stock- 
holders are concerned, but, when we do 
this, we put aside the exigency of local law 
declaring that foreign corporations are sub- 
ject to the same rules as are domestic cor- 
porations. 

This is a question with which federal 
law has little or no concern, whether a 
corporation be engaged in interstate busi- 
ness or not. It is conceivable, however, 
that for desirable unity and the prevention 
of clashes in a race of creditors and the 
doing away of threats of impairment of a 
useful agency in interstate traffic, there 
might be ground for congress bringing 
their winding up under national law. 

If bankruptcy may take hold of an in- 
solvent corporation’s assets without regard 
to state lines, so far as ordinary corpora- 
tions are concerned, may it not be true, that 
exclusive jurisdiction of an insolvent corpo- 





ration of an interstate character, could be 
vested in federal courts? Bankruptcy law 
stands, of course, on a specific constitu- 
tional provision, and we are not reasoning 
from analogy. But we are making a sug- 
gestion as to the reach of the commerce 
clause. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 


PUBLIC UTILITY—RIGHT OF COMMIS- 
SION TO FIX SALARY OF OFFICERS.—As 
there has been some discussion of the right of 
a public service commission, in addition to its 
right to regulate rates which a public utility 
should pay, also to fix wages a railroad should 
pay, an allusion to the subiect of salaries in a 
decision by the Supreme Court of Idaho would 
seem not altogether devoid of interest. Coeur 
D’Alene v. Public Utilities Com., 160 Pac. 751. 

In this case the city complained to the com- 
mission about poor service and excessive rates. 
It was found that there was reasonable present 
excuse for the inadequate service and justifi- 
cation for the rates, but in closing its opinion, 
the court spoke as follows: “The city com- 
plains that certain officials of the telephone 
company, and in particular the president, are 
paid an exorbitant salary. The fact that the 
telephone company saw fit to pay its officers 
exorbitant salaries out of the rates it was 
authorized to charge and only pay a very small 
per ‘cent as dividends on the value of its plant 
per annum, is a question in which the city 
is not interested so long as the salaries and 
the rate per cent on dividend on the value 
of the plant do not exceed the rate authorized 
by the commission to be collected. It appears 
that the president of the company is the own- 
er of about 90 per cent of the capital stock. 
That being true, if he desires to pay himself 
a large salary and take it out of the interest 
which the company was authorized to collect 
on the value of its plant, certainly the city 
could not complain.” 


The city as having the right to represent the 
inhabitants in its complaint was entitled to 
more consideration than if it were merely 
complaining of rates it was paying for ser- 
vices rendered to it in its commercial capacity. 
It was interested, not only in the utility being 
run on a paying basis, as was its constitu- 
tional right to earn, but ajso that a majority 
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control of stockholders should not run it for 
their purposes just as if the company were not 
affected with a public interest. Neither ought 
the city to be put on constant watch to ascer- 
tain in what proportions the stock is held. 

The reasoning the court indulges in seems 
not flattering to its presumed sense of the re- 
lations between owners of a public utility and 
the public. It would have given a more con- 
clusive answer by saying that this objection 
presumptively was taken into account by the 
commission and its discretion would not be 
overruled. But there seems here an admission 
that, under some circumstances, salaries and 
wages could be supervised and regulated by a 
commission. 





INFANTS—NEGLIGENT INJURY TO UN- 
BORN CHILD.—The Supreme Court of Wis- 
consin holds that, whatever may be deemed the 
better rule as to negligent injury to a viable 
child en ventre sa mere, no right of action ac- 
crues to any one for negligent injury to a five 
months fetus, because at that time it is inca- 
pable of being born viable. Lipps v. Milwau- 
kee Elec. Ry. & Light Co., 159 N. W. 916. 


The court in an interesting opinion says that 
research reveals only six cases involving the 
question of negligent injuries to unborn chil- 
dren, all viable at the time and some of them 
actually born alive. In one of these cases the 
child was born alive but lived only a few 
moments after birth. Dietrich v. Northampton, 
138 Mass. 14, 52 Am. Rep. 242. The ruling 
there was that a child between the fourth and 
fifth months of pregnancy was still a part of 
the mother and without independent existence. 
A tort therefore was to the mother. 


An Illinois case held that by the civil law an 
unborn child was in esse for some purposes 
where its benefit is involved, but says this 
rule has never been recognized by the com- 
mon law. Allaire v. St. Luke’s Hospital, 184 
Ill. 359, 56 N. E. 638, 48 L. R. A. 225, 75 Am. 
St. Rep. 176. There was dissent in this case. 

An English case denies recovery in favor of 
the unborn child of a woman passenger on a 
railroad on the ground that there was no con- 
tract relatio.. with it. Walker v. Great North- 
ern Ry. Co., 28 L. R. (Jr.) 69. As following 
this rule see Nugent v. Brooklyn Heights R. 
Co., 139 N. Y. Sup. 367, 154 App. Div. 667. 

In Rhode Island and Missouri it was held 
that there was no cause of action, the latter 
state holding that absence of contract rela- 
tion was not decisive, but the common law rec- 
ognized no such right. Gorman v. Budlong, 23 
R. I. 169, 49 Atl. 704, 55 L. R. A. 118, 91 Am. 
St. Rep. 629; Buel v. U. R. Co., 248 Mo. 126, 





154 S. W. 71, 45 L. R. A. (N. 8.) 625, Ann. 
Cas. 1914c, 613. 

In the instant case the court says: “We go 
no further than the facts of this case require, 
and hold that no cause of action accrues to an 
infant en ventre sa mere for injuries received 
before it could be born viable. Very cogent 
reasons may be urged for a contrary rule 
where the infant is viable and especially so in 
cases where the defendant, being a doctor or 
midwife, has negligently injured an unborn 
child. As to such cases we express no opin- 
ion.” 

It seems to us that there ought to be some 
difference arising out of the circumstances of 
a pregnant mother voluntarily placing herself 
in a situation where injury results to her un- 
born child, whether at the time it be viable or 
not. But, if a tort is committed willfully or 
wantonly or where the mother is in her home 
or elsewhere not in a contractual relation the 
unborn child whether viable or not ought to 
have a right of action or its legal representa- 
tive. This also should be the case where in- 
jury is committed by physician or nurse ap- 
prized of the mother’s condition. This seems 
to us the untechnical, but practical, way of 
regarding the matter. 





CORPORATION — PROMOTERS IN AT- 
TEMPTED ORGANIZATION AS PARTNERS. 
—In Hall Lithographing Co. v. Crist, 160 Pac. 
198, decided by Kansas Supreme Court, it was 
held that all who participate in a project to 
found a corporation are liable for debts in- 
curred in pursuance of the purpose as part- 
ners. 

While all of this may be true, is the principle 
applicable to a purchase of supplies by one of 
the promoters for future use by the corpora- 
tion? One of the promoters “negotiated for a 
site for the new bank, set about the erection 
of a bank building and ordered furniture and 
equipment for the bank, including the bill for 
stationery, which is the subject of this action.” 
But “the whole project was abandoned” and 
the promoters were sued as partners. 

The court said: “John R. Gunn, a partner 
in their enterprise to found a bank, contract- 
ed this debt in the proposed bank’s behalf, 
and consequently in defendants’ behalf. The 
stationery and supplies were necessary and 
pertinent to the proposed corporate business 
and in furtherance of their common purpose. 
They are therefore liable to the plaintiff.” 

To us there never more distinctly appeared 
a non sequitur than in this excerpt. It is fa- 
miliar that the contracts of promoters do not 
bind a corporation unless it ratifies them. 
They therefore are not in furtherance of the 
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purpose of the promoters. They are made not 
at all in furtherance of a corporation, but they 
are tentative only upon ratification by the cor- 
poration. They are not legally necessary in 
promotion of a corporation, nor necessary as 
matter of fact. Some expense or outlay in fur- 
thering promotion might be thought contem- 
plated by joint adventurers, but hardly may 
it be supposed would be expense for supplies 
which only may be used by the artificial en- 
tity that is being promoted. Any one dealing 
with a promoter ought to be required to take 
reasonable notice of what intended use is to 
be, made of what he supplies. 


BILLS AND NOTES—ESTOPPEL TO URGE 
FORGERY OF NAME OF PAYEE.—Bofferd- 
ing v. Alden, 159 N. W. 946, decided by Su- 
preme Court of Minnesota, goes a very long 
way in estimating the value of physical facts 
to work out an estoppel. 

Thus it appears that a maker in Minneapolis 
gave a post dated check payable to the order 
of a resident of St. Paul, the check not be- 
ing delivered to the payee, but to another for 
him. This other party having forged the 
payee’s name offered it to another resident of 
Minneapolis. 

The court said: “It is now insisted by de- 
fendant that plaintiff cannot recover, because 
Eckstein forged the name of the payee. But 
we think defendant is estopped from making 
this defense. The payee’s name was that of a 
Catholic priest in St. Paul. Within half an 
hour after defendant gave the check to Eck- 
stein in Minneapolis there came the call on 
the telephone asking if it was all right. De- 
fendant must have known that this inquiry 
was not from the payee, and that the check 
had been presented to somebody in Minneapolis 
by Eckstein and yet he assures the inquirer 
that it will be paid when due. He can hardly 
be heard to say now, after plaintiff has parted 
with his money in reliance upon his assurance 
that the man he intrusted the check to had 
no right to negotiate it.” 

If there is anything to show here that the 
inquirer was about to give value received for 
a check already indorsed, or that the St. Paul 
priest had himself not indorsed it, or was not 
in Minneapolis as known to the maker at the 
time, we fail to perceive what it is. It does 
not even appear that the maker was aware 
of the fact that he was not talking to the 
payee over the telephone. If apprehension of 
the commission of a felony goes thus far to put 
one on notice of its commission as this shows, 
we may be permitted to observe, that pre 
sumptions of innocence may not be considered 
of very robust value. 





DEGREE OF CARE REQUIRED OF 
RAILROADS FOR SAFETY OF PAS- 
SENGERS WITH REFERENCE TO 
DANGERS ARISING FROM OB- 
JECTS FALLING FROM BAGGAGE 
RACKS. 


In the construction and maintenance of 
their roadbed and in the selection, equip- 
ment and management .of their passenger 
trains, railroads are required to exercise 
the highest degree of practical care for 
the safety of passengers. This duty is uni- 
versally recognized and enforced. Does it 
extend to the avoidance of those dangers 
arising from the presence of articles of bag- 


| gage or other objects brought in the car by 


passengers and placed in racks or recep- 
tacles provided for that purpose by the 
company ? 

In Simon v. Richmond, Fredericksburg 
& Potomac Railroad Company (tried June 
1, 1916, in Hustings Court, Part II, of 
Richmond, Va.), the writer defended a 
claim for personal injuries received by the 
plaintiff from the fall of a handbag placed 
in a baggage rack by another passenger. 
Plaintiff did not see the bag before it fell, 
but a fellow-passenger testified that it had 
been “pushed in” the rack on top of an over- 
coat and projected diagonally out over the 
edge several inches. Brakemen had stand- 
ing orders from the conductor to go through 
the train after its departure from the sta- 
tion where the plaintiff got on, to see that 
all baggage placed in the racks by passen- 
gers was secure. This the brakeman tes- 
tified he did, both he and the conductor 
having passed through the coach in question 
after plaintiff came aboard, but neither ob- 
served anything unusual either in the size 
or position of the articles in the rack. It 
affirmatively appeared that there was no un- 
usual motion in the movement of the train 
and that the coach was all-steel construc- 
tion, equipped with standard size baggage 
racks. Upon these facts, the following in- 
struction as to its duty to the plaintiff with 
reference to the avoidance of dangers likely 
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to arise from the fall of objects so situated, 
was asked for by the defendant and given 
by the court: 


“The court instructs the jury that though 
they may believe from the evidence that 
the plaintiff was a passenger for hire upon 
the defendant company’s train, the defend- 
ant company was not an insurer of his 
safety from injuries received from the fall- 
ing of the hand-bag in question and there- 
fore the said defendant is not bound to 
satisfactorily account for the cause of its 
falling; and if the jury believe from the 
evidence that the defendant company exer- 
cised the highest degree of practical care 
in the provision of a passenger coach and 
suitable baggage racks therein, the defend- 
ant’s agents, servants and employes were 
thereafter only required to exercise or- 
dinary care in ascertaining whether the 
hand-bag in question, by reason of its size 
or position in the rack, was likely to fall 
upon the plaintiff; and if the jury believe 
from the evidence that the agents, ser- 
vants and employes of the defendant com- 
pany neither knew, nor by the exercise of 
ordinary care should have known from the 
size of the hand-bag or its position in the 
rack that it was likely to fall upon the 
plaintiff, then the defendant is not respon- 
sible for the accident in which the plaintiff 
received the injury complained of and the 
jury should find for the defendant.” 


The differentiation pointed out between 
the degree of care required of the railway 
with reference to the discharge of its pre- 
visionary duties and its obligation to ob- 
serve and avoid dangers arising from 
agencies over which it is not in absolute 
control, is well founded both in reason and 
authority, though the number of the latter 
are comparatively few. 


In Morris v. New York Central & Hud- 
son River Railroad Company’ (the first and 
leading case upon this question), the plain- 
tiff was injured while a passenger upon the 
defendant’s train in consequence of the fall- 
ing upon him of a clothes wringer placed in 
the baggage rack over his head by another 
passenger. In reversing the action of the 
lower court with reference to the degree of 


(1) 106 N. Y. 678. 





care required of the railway to avoid in- 
juries so received, the court said: 


“In looking out for dangers arising from 
causes such as this, we do not think that 
carriers of passengers are to be held to 
the exercise of the highest care which hu- 
man viligance can give. That measure of 
care has been spoken of as due from them 
in the actual transportation of the passen- 
ger, and, in regard to the results naturally 
to be apprehended from a failure to furnish 
safe roadbeds, proper machinery, perfect 
cars or coaches, and things of that nature. 
But, in regard to a danger of this kind, a 
carrier of passengers is, we think, held to 
a less strict measure of vigilance. Reason- 
able care (to be measured by the circum- 
stances surrounding each case) to prevent 
accidents of this nature is all that is de- 
manded, and we do not think there was evi- 
dence in this case of any such lack of care 
on the part of the officers of the train.” 


In Whiting v. New York Central & Hud- 
son River Railroad Company,’ the Appel- 
late Division of the Supreme Court of New 
York followed the Morris decision, supra, 
in a case in which the plaintiff was injured 
by the fall of a satchel placed in the rack 
above her and in her presence by a traveling 
companion. The language of the opinion in 
the Morris case, supra, will be found quoted 
in the opinion of the instant case. 


In Adams v. Louisville & Nashville Rail- 
road Company,’ the plaintiff, clothed in a 
heavy veil, was directed to a seat by de- 
fendant’s brakeman and, after riding about 
12 miles, was injured by the fall of a suit 
case which had been placed in the rack 
overhead before she got upon the train. 
While reversing the action of the lower 
court in peremptorily instructing for the 
defendant, for the reason that upon all the 
facts it could not be said as a matter of law 
that the railway company had not been negli- 
gent, the Supreme Court pointed out the 
degree of care required in such cases and 
stated that whether the defendant had dis- 


(2) 97 Ap. Div. 11. 
(3 134 Ky. 620, 121 S. W. 419, 135 Am. St. 
Rep. 425. 
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charged the same’ was a question of fact for 
the jury. The court said: 


“In matters of this sort the trainmen are 
only required to exercise such care as may 
be reasonably expected of persons of ordi- 
nary prudence under the circumstances, and 
as to what should be expected of a person 
of ordinary prudence a jury of twelve men, 
coming from the different walks of life, 
and putting together their common experi- 
ences, are peculiarly qualified to judge.” 


In Louisville & Interurban R. R. Co. v. 
Rommele,* the plaintiff was injured by a 
fall of a leather crupper for a horse, car- 
ried in a sack and placed by another pas- 
senger over the seat occupied by the plain- 
tiff. In affirming in substance the rule pro- 
nounced in the previous Kentucky case with 
reference to the degree of care required of 
the railway company to avoid injuries so 
received, the court at page 721 said: 


“If the servants in charge of the car, or 
whose duty it is to look after the safety 
and comfort of passengers, see or have op- 
portunity in the performance of their du- 
ties to see a package or bundle in a rack, 
and it is of such size or appearance, or is 
so placed in the rack that a prudent per- 
son in the exercise of ordinary care might 
reasonably anticipate that the movement of 
the car would cause it to fall out, it is the 
duty of the servants named to remove it 
from the rack or secure it in some way, 
and if they fail to do this, and a passenger 
is injured by the package falling from the 
rack, the carrier will be liable. But if a 
package or bundle placed in a rack is of a 
size and appearance suitable to be placed in 
the rack, and there is nothing in the man- 
ner in which it is placed in the rack to 
cause a prudent person exercising ordinary 
care to anticipate that it might fall out, the 
carrier will not be liable.” 


The foregoing are all of the cases®* that 
have been found in which the question un- 
der consideration has been directly dealt 
with, except Rosenthal v. New York, New 
Haven & Hartford Railroad Company,° in 
which the Connecticut court takes a contrary 


(4) 152 Ky. 719, 154 S. W. 16. 

(5) For text authorities, see Hutchinson on 
Carriers, Sec. 920, and Moore on Carriers (2d 
Ed.), Vol. II, p. 1206. 

(6) 88 Conn. 665, 





view upon a somewhat different state of 
facts in that there was evidence of negli- 
gent operation of the train which might 
have caused the fall of the suit case result- 
ing in the plaintiff’s injuries. The court 
said: 

“It is said that the doctrine of res ipsa 
loquitur has no application to this case 
because the suit case which caused the in- 
jury was not under the control of the de- 
fendant. But we are not inclined to follow 
the suggestion, contained in some of the 
New York cases, that the railroad company 
is bound to exercise only a reasonable de- 
gree of care in protecting its passengers 
from the risk of luggage falling from racks 
provided for its stowage. The furnishing 
of racks for that purpose invites passen- 
gers to use them to the extent of their 
apparent limit of safety, and imposes on the 
railroad, when the racks are so used, the 
duty of operating its trains so as not to 
endanger passengers sitting in the seats 
underneath such racks.” 


Upon the facts involved, the court no 
doubt reached a correct conclusion in this 
case, but its confusion of thought with ref- 
erence to the respective duties owing the 
passenger by the railway company to exer- 
cise the highest degree of practical care in 
the actual management of the train as dis- 
tinguished from only ordinary care to ob- 
serve and avoid dangers likely to arise from 
articles .brought into the care by passen- 
gers, does not inspire confidence in the cor- 
rectness of its conclusion upon the question 
under consideration. The court’s reference 
to the doctrine of res ipsa loquitur is sug- 
gestive, however, for the reason that a true 
understanding of the application of that 
principle more readily demonstrates the cor- 
rectness of the view pronounced in the 
weight of authority. This principle applies 
when the facts indicate that the plaintiff’s 
injury has resulted from some cause under 
the control of the defendant and as to which, 
in view of the circumstances, a presumption 
arises that it has failed in the discharge of 
its provisional duty. As stated in Peters v. 
Lynchburg Traction Company,’ “The doc- 


(7) 108 Va. 333. 
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trine rests upon the assumption that the 
thing which causes the injury is under the 
exclusive management of the defendant, and 
the evidence of the true cause of the acci- 
dent is accessible to the defendant and in- 
accessible to the person injured.’’* 

Unless the essential elements adverted to 
in the opinion of the Virginia court are 
shown to exist, the doctrine of res ipsa 
loquitur can have no correct application to 
a particular case. As stated in Norfolk & 
Western Railway Co. v. Ferguson :° 

“The presumption of negligence, how- 
ever, does not attach itself to every injury 
which may overtake a passenger while be- 
ing transported in a car; it belongs only to 
that class of accidents where the injury is 
caused by a defect in the road, cars or 
machinery, or by want of diligence or care 
in those employed, or by some other thing 
which the company can and ought to control 
as a part of its duty to carry the passenger 
safely, because in all these matters it is the 
duty of the company to use the highest 
degree of care to have all their arrange- 
ments safe and in good condition. 20 Amer. 
Railway Decisions, 245-7 and 261; Meier 
v. Penn. Railroad Company, 64 Penn. St. 
225; Curtis v. Rochester & Syracuse R. R. 
Co., 18 New York, 534; American Law 
Review, January number, 1871.” 

It will thus be seen that as to those mat- 
ters with reference to which the carrier is 
required to exercise the highest degree of 
practical care a presumption of negligence 
arises when the surrounding circumstances 
afford reasonable ground for the inference 
that the injury was caused by the defend- 
ant’s failure to perform the same. When, 
however, the facts show that the cause of 
the injury was not exclusively under the 
carrier’s control and that knowledge there- 
of was as accessible to the plaintiff as to the 
defendant, the reason for the rule requiring 
the highest degree of practical care fails 
and with it the rule itself. 

The principle under consideration finds 
apt illustration in the nature of the duty 


(8) Ross v. Double Shoals Cotton Mill, 140 
N. Cc. 115, 52 S. E. 121,1L. R. A. (N. S.) 298; 
Wigmore on Evidence, Sec. 2509; 1 Sherman & 
Redfield on Negligence, Sec. 59. 

(9) 79 Va. 241. 





resting upon the carrier to avoid injuries 
from fellow-passengers. The law in this 
respect is well settled that in order to make 
the carrier liable, the injury received must 
have been of such a character and per- 
petrated under such circumstances that 11 
must reasonably have been anticipated and 
naturally expected to occur. Here the 
source of possible danger is also beyond 
the exclusive control of the carrier and 
knowledge thereof is ordinarily as acces- 
sible to the person injured as to the de- 
fendant’s employes. Reasonable prudence 
and not the highest degree of practical care 
is all that is required of the carrier under 
such circumstances and the reason for the 
difference in the degree of care required is 
the same as that upon which a distinction is 
drawn in casts involving injury received 
from articles brought into the car by other 
passengers and over which the carrier is not 
able to exercise exclusive control. 

In reason, therefore, the principle pro- 
nounced in the weight of authority seems 
well founded and it can be stated with prac- 
tical certainty that the duty owing the pas- 
senger by the carrier under such circum- 
stances is one of ordinary care only. 

Tuomas B. Gay. 

Richmond, Va. 








LEASE—FORFEITURE. 





McKEAN NATURAL GAS CO. v. WOLCOTT 
et al. 





Supreme Court of Pennsylvania. July 1, 1916. 





98 Atl. 955. 





An oil and gas lease provision making it void 
for failure to pay rent as stipulated is for the 
protection of the lessor, and after breach the 
tenancy continues until a forfeiture is declared, 
which cannot be done after the rent in arrear 
is paid. 





WALLING, J. This is a bill in equity to 
restrain defendants as lessors from repossess- 
ing themselves of premises embraced in an oil 
and gas lease, for an alleged forfeiture of the 
lease. 
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Defendants were in 1901 and still are the 
owners of 120 acres of land in McKean County, 
and that year executed a lease thereof to one 
James H. Waring for oil and gas purposes, 


which was afterwards assigned to and is now. 


held by plaintiff. The term of said lease was 
ten years from the date thereof, “and so long 
thereafter as oil or gas can be produced in 
paying quantities or rentals paid in advance as 
hereinafter stated.” In case gas was found 
in paying quantities the rental was to be $50 
per annum for each gas well on the premises, 
payable in advance. 

Said lease also contains a clause as follows, 
viz.: 

“The party of the second part agrees to com- 
plete six wells within one day on said farms 
* * * or in lieu thereafter to pay to the party of 
the first part three hundred ($300) dollars per 
annum payable by deposit in the First National 
Bank of Olean, N. Y., or directly to the party 
of the first part in advance on the 28th day of 
January of each year until six, wells are com- 
pleted upon this lease or well rentals amount 
to three hundred ($300) dollars are paid yearly 
on the 28th day of January in advance: * * * 
And if second party fails to pay to first party 
three hundred ($300) dollars annually on Janu- 
ary 28th of each year then this lease becomes 
absolutely null and void.” 


The manifest intent was that defendants 
should receive at least $300 per year as rental, 
even though no wells were drilled. 

Plaintiff took and maintained such possession 
of the premises as was necessary for the pur- 
pose of the lease, and drilled its first gas well 
thereon in the fall of 1911, and four more with- 
in the next two years, which wells produce 
natural gas in large and paying quantities, and 
are connected with plaintiff’s general pipe line 
system. In the drilling and equipping thereof 
plaintiff incurred large expense, and its busi- 
ness would be greatly injured by the forfeiture 
of said lease. 

Down to and including the year 1913 said 
rent was paid annually on or before January 
28th of each year in advance, as provided in 
the lease. Plaintiff’s office was at Olean, N. Y., 
about 20 miles from this property, and the 
said rent had been paid by checks sent to de- 
fendants therefrom by mail. However, the 
checks so sent for the rent due January 28, 
1914, did not reach defendants until the eve- 
ning of the following day. 

On January 30, 1914, defendant C. A. Wolcott 
called plaintiff’s president by telephone and ar- 
ranged a meeting for the following day, when 
Mr. Wolcott went to plaintiff's office at Olean, 
returned said checks, and declared the lease 
forfeited for non-payment of said rent when 
due. On the same day or shortly thereafter 





defendants proceeded to turn the gas from 
plaintiff’s lines and otherwise repossess them- 
selves of said premises, declaring said lease 
terminated. To prevent which the court grant- 
ed a preliminary injunction against the defend- 
ants, and after final hearing the same was 
made permanent. Defendant made no demand 
for the payment of said rent. 


An oil and gas lease is not a mere license, 
but creates in the lessee a corporeal interest 
in the land. Barnsdall v. Bradford Gas Co., 
225 Pa. 338, 74 Atl. 207, 26 L. R. A. (N. S.) 614. 
While it is not in all respects similar to an 
ordinary lease for agricultural or other like pur- 
pose, we see no vital difference so far as relates 
to the forfeiture thereof for non-payment of 
money rent. 


The provision in such lease rendering it null 
and void for failure to pay the rent as stipu- 
lated is for the protection of the lessor, and 
to terminate the lease by reason thereof re- 
quires affirmative action on his part. Notwith- 
standing the failure to pay therent the tenancy 
continues until he declares the forfeitures. 
Wills v. Manufacturers’ Natural Gas Co., 130 
Pa. 222, 18 Atl. 721, 5 L. R. A. 603; Ray v. 
Western Penna. Natural Gas Co., 138 Pa. 576, 20 
Atl. 1065, 12 L. R. A. 290, 21 Am. St. Rep. 922; 
Jones v. West Penna. Natural Gas Co., 146 Pa. 
204, 23 Atl. 386. 


If-before the lessor takes action in the matter 
the rent so in arrear be paid or tendered it 
heals the breach and saves the tenancy. 18 
Am. & Eng. Ency. of Law (2d Ed.) 389. 

We adopt the following from the opinion of 
the learned chancellor in the court below: 


“It may be stated as a rule of law that, 
when a tenant defaults in the payment of rent 
under a lease giving a right to a landlord to 
declare it forfeited for this reason, if, before a 
forfeiture is declared by the landlord, the 
money or rent due is paid or tendered by the 
tenant, the right to take advantage of the de- 
fault as a forfeiture has passed. See Moran 
et ux. v. Lavell, 32 R. I. 338, 79 Atl. 818, Ann. 
Cas. 1912D, 1007. In this case the Supreme 
Court of Rhode Island has discussed the appli- 
cation of this principle fully. Numerous other 
cases recognizing the same principle of law 


. will be found in the note following the opinion 


of the court. ‘Many principles of the law per- 
taining to landlord and tenant have been 
adapted to the rights arising between lessor 
and lessee of oil and gas leases, and we think 
that every reason is present for application of 
the rule under consideration to this case that 
exists in cases arising between landlords and 
tenant.’ If this application of the law is cor- 
rect, it follows that there was no forfeiture 
of the lease by non-payment of rent on the 
28th day of January, 1914, and that defendant’s 
interference with the gas property of the plain- 
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tiff was unlawful, and its consequences so 
seriously interfered with the rights of the plain- 
tiff that a court of equity should intervene to 
protect it in its rights.” 

It is suggested that the defendants only had 
one day before such tender in which to declare 
the forfeiture, which indicates that the breach 
was an oversight and not intentional. The 
chancellor also finds upon sufficient evidence 
that to enforce the forfeiture in this case would 
be unconscionable, and, if so, equity has juris- 
diction to prevent it. Thompson v. Christie, 138 
Pa. 230, 20 Atl. 934, 11 L. R. A. 236; Lynch 
v. Versailles Fuel Gas Company, 165 Pa. 518, 
30 Atl. 984; Homet v. Singer, 35 Pa. Super. Ct. 
491. 

Of course a forfeiture will often be enforced, 
but we cannot say that the court below erred 
in declining to permit it in this case. 

The assignments of error are overruled, and 
the decree is affirmed, at the cost of the ap- 
pellants. 


_Note.—Tender of Rent Before Declaration of 
Forfeiture ——Forfeitures are avoided by construc- 
tion as often as they reasonably may be, and 
especially if the purpose reserved is regarded as 
a means for securing compliance with the terms 
of a letting. Many cases even hold that where 
forfeiture has been declared, for non-payment of 
rent, if it is seen that rent is the thing aimed at 
and right of forfeiture is intended to secure its 
payment, equity will relieve by payment with 
interest, after election and declaration has been 
made by lessor. Sheets v. Selden, 7 Wall. 416, 
19 L. ed. 166. Even though the breach by the 
lessee is willful. Mactier v. Osborn, 146 Mass. 
300, 15 N. E. 641, 4 Am. St. 323. If the court 
can give to lessor all that lessor intended to 
secure to himself at the time of making the 
lease, equity will relieve. Laurence v. Savannah, 
71 Ga. 392. 

So much the more would this be true where, 
after forfeiture, but before affirmative action is 
taken by the lessor, the lessee tenders the rent. 
Thus it has been held in a number of cases. 
Parker v. Gartotowsky, 129 Ga. 623, 59 S. E. 
286; Chapman v. Kirby, 49 Ill. 211; Sieward v. 
Deueschand, 122 La. 881, 48 So. 311; Jones v. 
Reed, 15 N. H. 68; Carondelet v. Wolfert, 39 
Mo. 305. 

It was said in Moran vy. Lavell, 32 R. I. 338, 
79 Atl. 818, Ann. Cas. 1912, 1007, after citing a 
number of cases, that a demand is necessary 
before forfc:ture for non-payment of rent may 
be declared, that “a myriad of other cases might 
be cited to the same effect, but it is not neces- 
sary to do so, in support of such an obvious 
and well-settled principle. The plaintiff's coun- 
sel cites no case to the contrary and we know 
of none such. Furthermore, it has been held that 
a tender of the rent due after the time it is 
due but before a forfeiture has been declared 
precludes the right of the lessor to thereafter 
terminate the lease because of the failure to pay 
rent on the day when it was due.” 

In Missouri where it has been held in ac- 
cordance with this principle, it was ruled that a 





tender of rent in advance of the day it was due 
is not a sufficient tender to prevent forfeiture, 
the tender on the day and for a considerable 
period afterwards not being renewed. Illing- 
worth v. Miltenberger, 11 Mo. 8o. 

But this matter is regulated by statute in 
many of the states. For example, see Indian 
Land, etc., Co. v. Clement, 22 Okla. 40, 109 Pac. 
1089; Hodgkins v. Price, 137 Mass 13; Wacholz 
v. Gnepsgraber, 70 Minn. 220, 73 N. W. 7. For 
example, in California it is required to keep a 
tender alive that it has been deposited as re- 
quired by the Code. Occidental R. E. Co. v. 
Gantner, 7 Cal. App. 727, 95 Pac. 1042. 

As to an example of hindering a lessee in ex- 
ploration within the period fixed by a gas lease, 
it was said it was lessor’s duty to protect the 
lessee in its rights, though the hindrance was 
nothing but suggestion, equity, so helpful was 
it of lessee’s right, it relieved it of forfeiture 
on a close calculation of time, under a very 
strict construction of the terms of a lease. Eastern 
Oil Co. v. Coulebau, 65 W. Va. 531, 64 S. E. 
836. Many other instances, not strictly in point 
might be cited to show the aversion of a court 
of equity to a rigid holding of forfeiture, though 
that undoubtedly be aimed at by a lessor. 








JETSAM AND FLOTSAM. 


THE PROFESSIONAL BONDSMAN. 


There has been much discussion of late of 
the evil of the professional bondsman. In the 
olden day, all bonds were given by persons of 
substance in the community, who were known 
to everyone and who incurred the liability as a 
matter of accommodation to a friend. Whether 
in case the defendant jumped his bail the 
prosecuting attorney and the judge mercifully 
neglected to forfeit the bond, we do not know, 
but if they did, it was from the best of motives. 
It is quite otherwise nowadays, especially in 
the larger cities. The police courts and jails 
swarm with men who make a business of giving 
bond for persons accused of crimes and mis- 
demeanors, for a fee proportioned to the ig- 
norance of the defendant and the amount of 
money he has. The writer knows of two re- 
cent cases, in which substantial business men 
were arrested on charges of disorderly conduct 
(from which they were subsequently dis- 
charged) and were denied the right to com- 
municate with their friends by telephone or 
messenger, and all for the purpose of forcing 
them to give three or four dollars to a bonds- 
man to go on their bonds. 

When it comes to the work of the profes- 
sional bondsman who goes on the bonds of per- 
sons accused of serious offenses, a serious ques- 
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tion is presented. According to the statement 
of Frank P. Walsh, clerk of the Criminal Court 
of Cook County, before a sub-committee of the 
city council, not once in years has there been a 
case where a bond signed by a professional 
bondsman and forfeited has been collected. The 
statement is so astounding as to be almost in- 
credible. If the bondsman has scheduled land 
of which he is not the owner, or has concealed 
incumbrances thereon, or has overstated its 
value, he is liable for perjury. If he did actual- 
ly own the property but transferred it after 
signing the bond, a creditor’s bill should either 
set aside the deed as fraudulent or lead to the 
proceeds of the sale. Fraudulent transfers of 
property do not, as a rule, succeed in defeating 
the rights of creditors. The deduction seems 
inevitable, if Mr. Walsh is correct in his state- 
ment, that the escape of the professional bonds- 
man from the burden of his agreement is due 
to laxness on the part of those in authority, 
rather than to any real obstacle to enforcing 
the agreement. 


There would seem to be a very effective way 
of putting the professional bondsman out of 
business, and that is to compile a card index 
of all bonds given by him exceeding a trivial 
amount, and to refuse to accept him as a bonds- 
man wherever the amount of bonds given by 
him exceeds fifty per cent of the actual value 
of the property scheduled. Felonies are sel- 
dom reached for trial, where the defendant is 
out on bail, for a good many months after his 
release, and most professional bondsmen would 
soon find that they had reached the limit of 
their license to act as bondsmen. Perhaps a 
further precaution might be adopted of watch- 
ing the transfers of property and whenever 
property which has been scheduled is trans-. 
ferred, to require the bondsman to bring in the 
defendant, and on the failure of the latter to 
appear, to forfeit the bond and proceed on it. 
This would, of course, require some trouble 
and expense. 


There will never be an end of the evils of 
defendants escaping trial and their bondsmen 
escaping the payment of their bonds until the 
bond is made a lien on the property scheduled. 
This has, of course, been proposed long ago, 
but has always met with the objection that 
it would so embarrass the property owner who 
wishes to sell his property that no one would 
be willing to sign a bond. The property own- 
er, however, is not without remedy. He can 
either bring in the defendant and have the 
bond canceled, or he can leave the land under 
the lien of the bond, somewhat in the nature 





of a mortgage, or he can accept a mortgage 


for the amount of the bond as a part of the 
purchase price and then substitute the mort- 
gage as security for the bond. 

This plan would furnish an absolute security 
as possible for the appearance of the defendant 
or for the payment to the state of a sum of 
money which would comfort it to some extent 
for its inability to punish the defendant. Under 
such a system, no one would take the risk of 
going on a bond except from motives of friend- 
ship and unless well assured in his own mind 
that the defendant would not abscond. Cer- 
tainly the professional bondsman would not ac- 
cept the risk for any sum which he is likely to 
receive and if the system results in few re- 
leases on bail, the hardship may be remedied 
by granting quick trials—National Corporation 
Reporter. 








\TEMS OF PROFESSIONA® 
INTEREST. 





PRESIDENTS AND SECRETARIES OF 
STATE BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 





AMERICAN. 
President, George Sutherland, 
Walker Bank Bidg., 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Secretary, George Whitelock, 
Munsey Bidg., 
Baltimore, Md. 


ALABAMA. 
President, Joseph H. Nathan, 
Sheffield, Ala. 


Secretary, Alex. Troy, 
Montgomery, Ala. 
ARIZONA. 
President, J. L. B. Alexander, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 
Secretary, J. E. Nelson, 
Phoenix, Ariz. 
ARKANSAS. 
President, Charles C. Reid, 
Little Rock, Ark. 
Secretary, Roscoe R. Lynn, 
Little Rock, Ark. 
CALIFORNIA. 
President, A. E. Bolton, 
Crocker Bldg., 
San Francisco, Cal. 
Secretary, T. W. Robinson, 
703 Hall of Records, 
Los Angeles, Cal. 


COLORADO. { 


President, Thomas J. O’Donnell, 
Denver, Colo. 
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Secretary, William H. Wadley, 
Ernest & Cranmer Bidg. 
Denver, Colo. 


CONNECTICUT. 
President, William F. Henny, 
Hartford, Conn. 
Secretary, James E. Wheeler, 
42 Church St., 
New Haven, Conn. 


FLORIDA. 


President, Nathan P. Bryan, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 
Secretary, H. P. Osborne, 
Law Exchange Bldg., 
Jacksonville, Fla. 


GEORGIA. 
President, William H. Barrett, 
Augusta, Ga. 
Secretary, Orville A. Park, 
Macon, Ga. 
IDAHO. ’ 


President, Karl Paine, 
Boise, Idaho. 


Secretary, B. S. Crow, 
Boise, Idaho. 
ILLINOIS. 


President, Albert D. Early, 
Rockford, Il. 


Secretary, R. Allan Stephens, 
Danville, Il. 
INDIANA. 


President, William A. Hough, 
Greenfield, Ind. 


Secretary, George H. Batchelor, 
1106 State Life Bldg., 
Indianapolis, Ind. 
IOWA. 


President, William McNett, 
Ottumwa, Iowa. 


Secretary, H. C. Horack, 
Iowa City, Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
President, Charles Blood Smith, 
Topeka, Kan. 
Secretary, D. A. Valentine, 
Topeka, Kan. 
KENTUCKY. 
President, W. P. Kimball, 
Lexington, Ky. 
Secretary, .. Verser Conner, 
Lincoln Bidg., 
Louisville, Ky. 
LOUISIANA. 
President, Edw. T. Weeks, 
New Iberia, La. 
Secretary, Wynne G. Rogers, 
401 Hennen Annex, 
New Orleans, La. 
MAINE. 


President, Fred J. Allen, 
Sanford, Me. 





Secretary, Norman L. Bassett, 
Augusta, Me. 


MARYLAND. 
President, Joseph C. France, 
Garrett Bldg., 
Baltimore, Md. 
Secretary, James W. Chapman, Jr., 
516 Munsey Bldg., 
Baltimore, Md. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
President, Charles E. Hibbard, 
Pittsfield, Mass. 
Secretary, Frank W. Grinnell, 
16 Central St., 
Boston, Mass. 
MICHIGAN. 
President, Burritt Hamilton, 
Battle Creek, Mich. 
Secretary, Harry A. Silsbee, 
Lansing, Mich. 
MINNESOTA. 
President, Frank Crassweller, 
Exchange Bldg., 
Duluth, Minn. 
Secretary, Chester L. Caldwell, 
503 Germania Life Bldg., 
St. Paul, Minn. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
President, A. T. Stovall, 
Okolona, Miss. 
Secretary, James R. McDowell, 
Jackson, Miss. 
MISSOURI. 
President, James H. Harkless, 
Kansas City, Mo. 
Secretary, George H. Daniel, 
Springfield, Mo. 
MONTANA. 
President, Lew C. Callaway, 
Great Falls, Mont. 
Secretary, Vere L. McCarthy, 
Helena, Mont. 
NEBRASKA. 
President, John N. Dryden, 
Kearney, Nebr. 
Secretary, Alfred G. Ellick, 
Omaha, Nebr. 
NEVADA. ! 
President, L. A. Gibbons, 
Reno, Nev. 
Secretary, Roy W. Stoddard, 
Reno, Nev. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
President, Stephen S. Jewett, 
Laconia, N. H. 
Secretary, Arthur H. Chase, 
Concord, N. H. 
NEW JERSEY. 
President, Fred W. Gnichtel, 
Trenton, N. J. 
Secre@éary, William J. Kraft, 
207 Market St., ' , 
Camden, N. J. 
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NEW MEXICO. 
President, C. M. Botts, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. 


Secretary, John R. McFie, Jr., 
Gallup, New Mexico. 


NEW YORK. 


President, Morgan J. O’Brien, 
2 Rector St., 
New York, N. Y. 
Secretary, Frederick E. Wadhams, 
37 Tweddle Bldg., 
Albany, N. Y. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
President, A. L. Brooks, 
Greensboro, N. C. 


Secretary, Thomas W. Davis, 
Wilmington, N. C. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
President, R. M. Pollock, 
Fargo, N. D. 
Secretary, Oscar J. Seiler, 
Jamestown, N. D. 


OHIO. 


President, E. B. King, 
Sandusky, O. 
Secretary, C. E. Blanchard, 
Columbus Sav. & Trust Bldg., 
Columbus, O. 


OKLAHOMA. 


President, C. B. Ames, 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 
Secretary, Walter A. Lybrand, 
608 Terminal Bldg., 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 


OREGON. 
President, Samuel White, 
Board of Trade Bldg., 
Portland, Ore. 
Secretary, Albert B. Ridgway, 
1108 Northwestern Bank Bldg., 
Portland, Ore. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
President, Cyrus C. Derr, 
Reading, Pa. 
Secretary, William H. Staake, 
648 City Hall, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
President, Wm. P. Sheffield, 
Newport, R. I. 
Secretary, Howard B. Gorham, 
4 Weybosset St., 
Providence, R. I. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
President, Thomas W. Bacot, 
Charleston, S. C. 


Secretary, W. C. McGowan, 
Columbia, S. C. 





SOUTH DAKOTA. 
President, Frank R. Aikens, 
Sioux Falls, S. D. 


Secretary, J. H. Voorhees, 
Sioux Falls, S. D. 


TENNESSEE. 
President, Joseph C. Higgins, 
Fayetteville, Tenn. 


Secretary, Lee Winchester, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


TEXAS. 
President, Frank C. Jones, 
First National Bank Bldg., 
Houston, Tex. 
Secretary, John W. Kincaid, 
Commonwealth Bank Bldg., 
Dallas, Tex. 


UTAH. . 


President, W. D. Riter, 
Walker Bank Bidg., 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Secretary, Harold Fabian, 
Kerns Bldg., 
Salt Lake City, Utah. 


VERMONT. 
President, John W. Gordon, 
Barre, Vt. 


Secretary, Col. John H. Mimms,,. 
Burlington, Vt. 


VIRGINIA. 
President, John B. Jenkins, 
Norfolk, Va. 


Secretary, John B. Minor, 
Mutual Bidg., 
Richmond, Va. 


WASHINGTON. 


President, Wilmon Tucker, 
Lowman Bidg., 
Seattle, Wash. 
Secretary, C. Will Shaffer, 
Temple of Justice, 
Olympia, Wash. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
President, G. W. Atkinson, 
Charleston, W. Va. 


Secretary, Charles McCamic, 
Wheeling, W. Va. 


WISCONSIN. 


President, Barnard R. Goggins, 
Grand Rapids, Wis. 
Secretary, George E. Morton, 
806 Majestic Bidg., 
Milwaukee, Wis. 


WYOMING. 


President, Charles E. Blydenburgh, 


Rawlings, Wyo. 


Secretary, Clyde M. Watts, 
Cheyenne, Wyo. 
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BOOK REVIEW. 


AMERICAN DIGEST, VOLS. 21 AND 22, KEY 
NUMBER DIGEST. 


The little key appearing on the American 
Digest since American Digest, Volume 11, and 
on the outside cover, the inside title page and 
at the head of Index-Digest of advance sheets 
permits us in no way to be oblivious of 
the suggestion it makes. The key does not fit a 
combination lock, to open which you must keep 
in your head or on a memorandum slip con- 
cealed from burglars, a lot of figures in a cer- 
tain rotation, which you must follow to get 
at locked up valuables. The key fits all 
around and everywhere and into all compart- 
ments of stored up knowledge, if you insert it 
where told. 


The two volumes above mentioned run from 
May, 1915, to March, 1916, inclusive and they 
are tied back to the past and on to the future 
of a growing treasury of legal lore. If some of 
this lore is really no lore at all it gets refer- 
ence at least by the imprimatur of judicial au- 
thority, and it may be that the same imprima- 
tur may be afterward withdrawn by the same 
authority. All of this, however, proves no 
fault of the key. It does not tell you you have 
to use what it discloses to you. A burglar may 
be looking for good money and he may be 
fussed because he finds nothing that is genu- 
ine. But he does not throw away his skeleton 
keys for that. The enter-prizing student will 
not throw away this key for the bad it uncov- 
ers along with the good. 


This key, as we have heretofore said, leads 
us to more than the publications the West 
Company sends out. It shows you where cases 
are annotated in eclectic reports, such as L. 
R. A. (N. S.) and American Annotated Cases. 
Thus by the key you are enabled to unlock 
the treasuries of all the current law in the 
world and get hints where to look for all in 
the past revisiting the glimpses of the moon. 


These digests which refer to all cases re- 
ported durin; the time they cover are not 
alone useful for the volumes they directly con- 
cern, but for volumes they indirectly touch. 
They are necessary for the practitioner’s com- 
plete equipment as an up-to-date lawyer, pre- 
pared against ambushes and surprise. 


These volumes are in the usual finished 
style, with their tan buckram and come 
from the great publishing house of West Pub- 
lishing Co., St. Paul, Minn., 1915 and 1916. 





HUMOR OF THE LAW. 


“What did the jury do to Si Hawkins fer 
stealin’ Bill Bailey’s sheep?” 

“Found him not guilty, but said that if they 
was him they’d take the sheep back.” 


A native of Georgia, of the sort usually called 
“Crackers,” was suffering from inflamed eyes. 
He consulted a horse doctor for treatment. 

The veterinarian gave him some of the salve 
that he used on animals. The man lost his 
eyesight. He then brought suit in court to re- 
cover damages. 

The judge, after weighing the evidence in 
the case, said: 

“There are no damages to be recovered. The 
man would never have gone to a veterinarian 
if he had not been an ass.”—New York Times. 


Mr. Frank R. Shattuck, in an address before 
the Commercial Law League, told a story of a 
colored man who was accused of a serious 
crime. The judge, seeing he was without coun- 
sel, assigned young Mr. Brown and young Mr. 
Smith, who were in the court room, to defend 
the prisoner. They took him into a corner of 
the room and talked so long together that the 
judge grew impatient. “Come, come,” he said, 
“aren’t you ready to plead yet?” Well, judge, 
your Honor,” said the prisoner, “before I do I 
would like to ask you one question: Is there 
any way I can trade off one of these here law- 
yers for a first-class witness?” 


There was a red-hot railroad case on trial at 
La Plata. Gardiner Lathrop, now of Chicago, 
was there as general attorney for the Santa 
Fe Railroad. During the squabble over the 
evidence of a witness for the plaintiff, the plain- 
tiff’s attorney stated to the court that the wit- 
ness was a man of absolute integrity, though 
somewhat “retishunt.” 

“I object, your Honor!” cried Mr. Lathrop, 
jumping to his feet. 

“What’s the matter?” inquired the court. 

“Because attorney for the complainant is us- 
ing a word that is not in my dictionary.” 

“What was the word?” inquired the court. 

“Tell him,” said Mr. Lathrop to plaintiff’s 
counsel. 

“You know what I mean,” retorted the plain- 
tiff’s lawyer. “I intend to say that my witness 
is a little backward about stating the facts.” 

“With that explanation,” smiled Mr. Lathrop, 
as he resumed his seat, “the defendant with- 
draws its objections. I imagined that was the 





trouble with your witness.” 
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1. Accord and Satisfaction—Bona Fide Dis- 
pute._-Where there was a bona fide dispute as 
to the sum due on an insurance policy, and the 
insured accepted a check for less than the face 
value, marked as “payment in full,” he took it 
on such terms, and there was accord and satis- 
faction—New York Life Ins. Co: v. MacDon- 
ald, Colo., 160 Pac. 193. 


2._—-Evidence.—A cceptance by sellers’ of 
spindles of check of manufacturer marked “in 
full,” which was for amount owed for spindles 
which had been delivered, held not an accord 
and satisfaction of sellers’ claim for spindles 
manufacturer had ordered, part of which it had 
gomnees 4” ee ones ane of its factory.— 

ger opper v. enderson Mfg. Co., N. C., 
90 S. E. 208. Mas hes few 

3. Adverse Possession—Evidence.—A deed 
from one adverse claimant of realty to another 
does not make the second claimant other than 
an adverse claimant.—Gates vy. Colfax Northern 
Ry. Co., Iowa, 159 N. W. 456. 


4. Prescription.—Mere building of a crook- 
ed fence to a claimed line, not continued for 
15 years, or making garden for a year or two, 
or mowing the lawn to such line, does not 
show continued adverse possession for so long 
a time as to ripen into adverse title—Austin v. 
Crowell, Mich., 159 N. W. 504. 

5. Animals—License.—The violation by de- 
fendant of Laws 1895, c. 412, § 1, providing that 
every person who owns or harbors a dog shall 
procure a yearly license, did not render de- 
—— yo p nnn 4 for ~~ killing of her 

og by _defendant’s.—Deane v. Stegherr, N. Y., 
160 N. Y. Sup. 1113. 


6. Attermey and Client — Disbarment. — On 
showing that attorney suffering judgment in his 
partner’s action for accounting had failed to 
pay it, and had fraudulently conveyed property, 
and had violated the penal law in an effort to 
defeat its collection, the attorney will be dis- 
past —In re Berkeley, N. Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 


7. Lien.—Where the prwies nature of the 
retainer and contingent fee are not disclosed, 
and there is no allegation of fraud in a settle- 














ment by the client, though made without the 
attorney’s knowledge or consent, there is no 
ground on which he may be permitted to con- 
tinue the suit to protect his lien for services.— 
Knipe v. Wheelehan, N. Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 1012. 

8. Bankruptcey—Discharge—Where creditors 
fail to file specifications against granting of 
discharge within time limited through mistake, 
a discharge granted thereafter, filing of speci- 
fications having been denied, may be vacated, 
and creditors allowed to file specifications, de- 
spite Bankr. Act, § 15.—In re Applegate, U. S. 
S. C., 235 Fed. 271. 

9. Equitable Liens.—Equitable liens of 
creditors of decedent upon land devised by him 
are not lost by passing of the legal title of the 
land to trustee in bankruptcy of his devisee, for 
such property passes subject to all equities im- 
pressed upon it in the hands of the bankrupt.— 
In re McAusland, U. S. D. C., 235 Fed. 173. 

10. Filing Claims.—Under Bankruptcy Act, 
§ 57, subds. “a,” “h,” as to allowance of bal- 
ance of secured claims, when the trustee does 
not elect to redeem by paving a secured debt, 
the secured creditor, having the right to sell 
the security, is not required to elect either to 
rely on his security or to surrender it and file 
claim for the whole amount of his debt, but may 
sell the security and file a claim for the unpaid 
remainder.—In re McAusland, U. S. D. C., 235 
Fed. 173. 

11. Foreign Corporation.—Foreign coal 
mining corporation’s principal place of business 
was in district where its coal mining and ship- 
ping operations and nearly all of its coal lands 
were, and where it had conformed to the state 
foreign corporation laws, and not in district in 
another state where it had its head office.— 
Roszell Bros. v. Continental Coal Corp., U. 8S. D. 
C., 235 Fed. 343. 


12. Four-Month’s Period.—The four-month 
period referred to in the Bankruptcy Act has 
reference to such liens only as are placed on 
the bankrupt’s property during that time, and 
not to those attached to the property when it 
came into the bankrupt’s hands.—In re Mc- 
Ausland, U. S. D. C., 235 Fed. 173. 


13. Fraudulent Conveyance.—A trustee may 
maintain suit to recover property fraudulently 
conveyed, without proving injury or first ob- 
taining judgment on his claim.—Davis v. Gates, 
U. S. D. C., 285 Fed. 192. 


14.——Good FaithWhere director of insol- 
vent bank must have known his own insol- 
vency when he conveyed, to trust company 
which had undertaken to liquidate the affairs 
of his bank, to secure it against loss, held that 
there was no violation of Bankruptcy Act, § 67e, 
in view of trust company’s good faith.—Cham- 
Lae wee Trust Co., U. S. D. C., 235 

ed. ‘ 


* 

















15. Involuntary Petition—Amendment of 
an involuntary petition, alleging new acts of 
bankruptcy, should not be allowed, unless on a 
showing that the interests of justice require it. 
—In re Forbes, U. S. D. C., 235 Fed. 316. 

16. Insolvency.—Under Bankruptcy Act, 
60b, insolvency at time of transfer which must 
be shown to avoid transfer as preference is not 
merely that debtor was unable to pay all his 
debts if then presented, but under section 1, 
subd. 15, that his property at fair valuation 
was then insufficient to pay his debts.—In re 
Walker Starter Co., U. S. C. C. A., 235 Fed. 285. 


17. Jurisdiction.—A Georgia city court, not 
paving equitable jurisdiction, held without jur- 
isdiction to entertain intervention by mortga- 
gor’s trustee in bankruptcy to set aside, as 
preferential and fraudulent, mortgage which 
was being foreclosed.—Hawkins v. Dannenberg 
Co., U. S&S D. C, 234 Fed. 762. 


18.——Jurisdiction.—In bankruptcy proceed- 
ings against corporation, fact that its princi- 
pal place of business is within district of court 
is not jurisdictional, but quasi jurisdictional, and 
court’s determination thereof cannot be collat- 
erally attacked, but is conclusive on another 
bankruptcy court, which has not therefore .ac- 
quired jurisdiction.—Roszell Bros. v. Continental 
Coal Corp., U. S. D. C., 235 Fed. 343. 

19.——Priority.—Institution of suits before 
bankruptcy by certain creditors of a decedent 
against a bankrupt devisee to enforce their lien 
on devised lands, whether founded on the Heirs 
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and Devisees Act, or invoking the general 
equity powers to enforce an equitable lien, 
eannot avail to obtain priority over other cred- 
itors of the same class; hence such suits are 
properly enjoined.—In re McAusland, U. S. D. C., 
235 Fed. 173. 


20.—Selection of Trustee.—Neither a bank- 
rupt, nor his attorney, nor a general assignee, 
nor his attorney, may be permitted to control 
the selection of a trustee; and claims of cred- 
itors who have joined in such a plan may prop- 
erly be denied the right to vote at the election. 
—In re Stowe, U. S. D. C., 235 Fed. 463. 


21.——-State Laws.—The iaws of the state 
where the assets of a bankrupt are control as 
to the nature and effect of a lien thereon for 
debts of a testator.—In re McAusland, U. S. D. 
C., 235 Fed. 173. 


22. Unsecured Creditors—In bankruptcy 
proceedings of a firm of cotton factors by virtue 
of Bankruptcy Act, § 47a(2), as amended by 
Act June 25, 1910, the trustee represented un- 
secured creditors with the same effect as if 
they had, on the date of the filing of the peti- 
tion in bankruptcy, levied executions upon the 
cotton stored by the firm in a warehouse.—In- 
terstate Banking & Trust Co. v. Brown, U. S. 
Cc. C. A., 235 Fed. 32. 

23. Banks and Banking — Delivery.—Bank 
taking note for value before maturity, signed 
by its cashier and another as joint makers, 
was not chargeable with knowledge of agree- 
ment between cashier, representing himself, and 
his comaker that note was not to be delivered 
until signed by bank’s president.—Helper State 
Bank vi Jackson, Utah, 160 Pac. 287. 

24. Bills and Notes—Failure of Consideration. 
—Mere fact that payee of a note had agreed 
with his indorsee that it should be redelivered 
to defendants and had signed the note, would 
not deprive defendants of defense of failure of 
consideration of which the indorsee had notice, 
as failure of consideration avoids a note in the 
hands of petoele eee with notice.—Horn- 
burg v. Larson, ash., 160 Pac. 11. 


25. Parol Agreement.—A parol agreement 
by maker of note with payee, in consideration 
of release of note, to hold amount thereof in 
trust for certain minor beneficiaries, no specific 
sum having been appropriated therefor, was 
ineffectual to alter or extinguish the note under 
Civ. Code, § 1698.—Molera v. Cooper, Cal., 160 
Pac. 231. 

26.——Secondary Liability—Payee of note 
who transfers it by indorsement guaranteeing 
payment becomes secondarily liable within Ne- 
gotiable Instruments Act, § 27.—Farmers’ & 
Drovers’ Bank v. Bashor, Kan., 160 Pac. 208. 

27. Brokers—Oral Contract.—In an oral con- 
tract by a broker to assist in finding and pur- 
chasing personalty, a provision that certain 
realty at a specified price shall be used in part 
payment will not make the contract one for 
the sale of land within Rev. St. 1913, 2628.— 
In re Brockway’s Estate, Neb., 159 N. . 421. 


28. Carriers of Goods—Bill of Lading.—Car- 
mack Amendment, Act June 29, 1906, to Inter- 
state Commerce Act, § 20, requiring carrier re- 
ceiving interstate shipment, to issue bill of lad- 
ing in evidence of such contract, does not relieve 
carrier from liability on contract of shipment 
entered into without bill of lading.—Davis v. 
Norfolk & S. R. R., N. C., 90 S. E. 123. 

29, Bill of Lading.—A bill of lading issued 
on receipt of bales of grabbots, describing them 
as bales of cotton, is not a correct description, 
and an innocent person paying money in reli- 
ance thereon and sustain ng damages, may re- 
cover from the carrier.—Chicago, R. I. & P. 
Ry. Co. v. Cleveland, Okla., 160 Pac. 328. 

30.——Exemption from Liability—A _ contract 
exempting a carrier from liability, valid where 
made, but contrary to the laws of Nebraska, 
will not be enforced in the latter state in an 
action for injuries occurring therein.—Maucher 
ee R. I. & P. Ry. Co., Neb., 159 N. W. 

31. Freight charges. — The consignee, 
though responsible for the freight charges, hav- 
ing refused to pay them, and receive the goods, 
is liable to the carrier for reasonable storage 
charges, till it can properly dispose of the goods 
for freight and storage charges.—Norfolk & S. 





R. Co. v..New Bern Iron Works & Supply Co., 
N. C., 90 S. E. 149. 

32. Rates.—Under Page & A. Gen. Code, § 
614—16, where a public utility has filed a sched- 
ule, the rates, rentals, tolls, or charges named 
therein become the legal rate, which must be 
charged by it and paid by the shipper or pas- 
senger without deviation therefrom.—Erie 
Co. v. Steinberg, Ohio, 113 N. E. 814. 


33. Carriers of Passengers—Acceleration of 
Speed.—Under the passenger’s evidence that he 
knew the country around his station, and, after 
such station was called, went on the platform as 
the train slowed down, but that, without stop- 
ping, it suddenly accelerated its speed in round- 
ing a curve past the station, and threw him off, 
the court should base recovery on the sudden 
acceleration of speed.—Louisville & N. R. Co. 
v. Bland, Ky., 188 S. W. 468. 

34. Assault by Employe.—That a passenger 
on a street car was the aggressor in an alter- 
cation over his right to a transfer does not 
justify the canductor in assaulting him, and, 
where the conductor so assaulted him, substan- 
tial damages should be imposed.—Schwartz v. 
New York Rys. Co., N. Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 1081. 


35.——Collision.—A contract making opera- 
tives of a circus train employes of the owners 
of the circus, and a contract by a circus em- 
ploye releasing all claims for injuries in travel, 
held not to relieve the railroad from liability 
for injuries in a rear-end collision.—Maucher 
~~ R. I. & P 
422. 


. Ry. Co., Neb., 159 N. W. 


36. Misconnection.—In spite of a schedule 
misconnection of 15 minutes, if it was custom- 
ary to hold a train to make a connection, and a 
passenger, relying on the conductor's state- 
ment that he could make it, took his ticket by 
such route, and although the ticket agent told 
him he could not make it, the passenger could 
recover on failure to connect.—Cleckley v. At- 
lantic Coast Line R. Co., S. C., 90 S. E. 32. 

37. Chattel Mortgages—Description of Prop- 
erty.—A conveyance of timber, logs, etc., on a 
plantation and of any personalty placed on the 
plantation in connection with its business, to 
secure indebtedness existing or thereafter cre- 
ated, did not pass title to a locomotive leased 
to the owner of the plantation, though the lease 
was not recorded.—Real Estate Bank & Trust 
= v. Baldwin Locomotive Works, Ga., 90 S. E. 


38. Release.—Comp. Laws 1909, § 4408, pro- 
viding a penalty for failure to release satisfied 
mortgage, applies only to recorded mortgages, 
and not to chattel mortgages, which are only 
filed—Farmers’ State Bank of Glencoe v. Har- 
ris, Okla., 160 Pac. 317. 

39. Constitutional Law—Due Process of Law. 
—Where the title to a right of way for a 
county road was acquired by proceedings to lo- 
cate the road, and opportunity was given to the 
owner to present his claim for damages in the 
manner prescribed by statute, his property was 
not taken without due process of law.—Kelly v. 
+ on ata of Big Horn County, Wyo., 159 

‘ac. x 


40. Corporations—Blue Sky Law.—Although 
an agent selling corporation stock was not reg- 
istered as required by the Blue Sky Law, yet, 
if in selling he acted in the name of the presi- 
dent, who was registered, he was the de facto 
agent, and the sale of stock was lawful.—De 
le OG Peninsular Life Ins. Co., Mich., 159 N. 


41. Rescission.—The rule under St. 1915, § 
1753, that a purchase of stock below par is 
void and cannot be rescinded will be applied, 
though the corporation is not licensed to do 
business in the state, and regardless of whether 
either litigant invokes it; public policy being 
involved.—Thronson v. Universal M g. Co., Wis., 
159 N. W. 575. 


42. ‘Wills.—Civ. Code, § 1002, providing that 
no corporation shall take under a will “unless 
expressly authorized by charter or by statute,” 
includes corporations organized under general 
law, and contemplates that such power may be 
given in the articles of incorporation, inde- 
pendent of statute.—In re Hanson's Estate, S. 
D., 159 N. W. 399. 


43. Covenants — Restrictions. — Grantees in 
deed containing restrictive covenants, not upon 
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a general plan, are not entitled to enforce cove- 
nants against other prey and the grantors 
having disposed of all land in the neighborhood, 
no one can enforce the resrtictions.—Dime Sav- 
ings Bank of Brooklyn v. Butler, N. Y., 160 N. 
Y. Sup. 954. 


44. Deeds—Restrictions.—A_ restriction in 
lots sold as part of a general scheme to create 
a residential section, that “but one dwelling 
house shall be erected thereon,” held to define 

- the use of the dwelling, and not to permit of 
more than one dwelling under a single roof.— 
Powers v. Rodding, Mass., 113 N. E. 782. 


45. Diveree—Cohabitation.—Evidence of the 
breaking of matrimonial cohabitation and living 
separately is not sufficient evidence of inten- 
tion to desert without cause to warrant divorce 
for willful desertion and abandonment.— 
Crouch v. Crouch, W. Va., 90 S. E. 2365. 


46.——Community Property.—Under Civ. Code, 

146, subd. 1, it is not improper where a hus- 

and obtains divorce for his wife’s extreme 
cruelty to award him more than one-half of the 
community property, though the wife was a 
hard worker.—Thomsen v. Thomsen, Cal., 159 
Pac. 1054. 

47. Estoppel.—Where plaintiff was denied 
a divorce but her husband was granted a di- 
vorce, and plaintiff voluntarily accepted pay- 
ment of the alimony awarded, she is estopped 
to appeal from the judgment.—Yates v. Yates, 
Okla., 159 Pac. 1107. 

48. Instructions.—In a wife’s divorce suit, 
instruction that the husband’s dishonesty to- 
wards employer could be considered on her 
charge of cruelty, though it furnished no ground 
for divorce in itself, was improper.—Anglin v. 
Anglin, Ga., 90 S. E. 73. 

49. Matrimonial Domicile—Where parties 
married in one state there establish a matri- 
monial domicile, which is retained by one spouse, 
innocent of any marital wrong, and abandoned 
by the guilty party, the courts of the state of 
matrimonial domicile have jurisdiction of the 
marriage relation, and can adjudicate respecting 
it on grounds recognized by the laws of that 
state, although the other spouse has left that 
jurisdiction and cannot be reached by formal 
ee v. Perkins, Mass., 113 N. E. 











50. Demicile—Residence.—The term  “resi- 
dence” means a settled or fixed abode of a 
character indicating permanency, at least for 
an indefinite time, the home to which when one 
is absent, he has the intention of returning.— 
Jones v. Resor, Okla., 160 Pac. 58. 


51. Drains—Drainage District.—Though no 
notice of meeting for preliminary inspection for 
drainage district was given, that is immaterial, 
where the assessment was duly ratified and con- 
firmed at a subsequent meeting regularly called 
and held in accordance with statute.—Middle 
Canal Co. v. Whitley, N. C., 90 S. E. 1. 


52. Easements—Burden of Proof.—One dis- 
puting a prescriptive easement is entitled to 
the instruction that as to continuity of use the 
claimant must prove such repeated acts of such 
character and at such intervals as afford a suf- 
ficient indication to the owner that the right of 
bY 4 ou claimed.—Dartnell v. Bidwell, Me., 98 


53. Eleetricity—Negligence.—In erection and 
maintenance of its trolley wires carrying heavy 
currents of electricity, across a space over 
which telephone wires were strung, electric 
railway company is bound to make effective 
provision against communication of current to 
the telephone wires.—Edmonds v. Monongahela 
Valley Traction Co., W. Va, 90 S. E. 230. 


54. Executors and Administrators—Survey of 
Land.—Where a tract is devised part to one 
person and part to another, the executors can- 
not have a survey made and deeds recorded at 
the expense of the estate, but this is for such 
devisees to do, if desired, at their own expense. 
—In re Winston, N. C., 90 S. EB. 201. 

55. Faectoers—Estoppel_—Where the consign- 
ors of cotton to a firm of factors did not par- 
ticipate in an arrangement whereby the firm 
stored the cotton in a warehouse, taking blan- 
ket warehouse receipts which it pledged for 
loans in accordance with a custom of the vicin- 
ity, the consignors were not bound by estoppel 





by the pledges for the factors’ debts accom- 
panied by neither actual nor symbolical deliv- 
ery.—Interstate Banking & Trust Co. v. Brown, 
U. S&S C. C. A. 236 Fed. 32. 


56. Fraudulent Conveyances—Evidence. — In 
suit against wife to reach property transferred 
to her by her husband to defraud creditors, 
finding that wife received rentals from realty 
and increased her savings bank account during 
the years 1910 up to April 1, 1913, date of the 
bill was relevant to the  issues.—Pickard v. 
Clancy, Mass., 113 N. EB. 838. 


57. Husband and Wife.—A husband's cred- 
itors having constructive notice of his deed to 
his wife, in consideration of prior indebtedness, 
or because it equitably Lage os to her, it is, 
as against their claims for subsequent loans to 
the husband, at least, not fraudulent.—State 
ge ee Deep River v. Wolford, Iowa, 159 N. 








58. Mingling Goods.—That live stock of 
debtor was mingled with that of his sons and 
sold by them does not give creditors right of 
action against sons to set aside transfer as 
eo v. Finnell, Cal, 159 Pac. 


59. Reservation in Deed.—A reservation in 
a trust agreement to the grantor or his family 
of an advantage inconsistent with the purposes 
of the conveyances is ordinarily evidence of 
fraud, but not where it is consistent with the 
nature of the transfer.—Petrie v. Wyman, N. 
D., 159 N. W. 616. 

60. Guaranty — Continuing. — A continuing 
guaranty is one which is not limited to a single 
transaction, but which contemplates a future 
course of dealing covering a series of transac- 
tions, as to which the guarantor has not bound 
himself for a definite period, and the considera- 
tion for which is divisible—Ricketson v. Li- 
zotte, Vt., 98 Atl. 801 

61. Guardian and Ward — Jurisdiction —A 
sale of minor’s land under order of the countv 
court by a guardian cannot be attacked in 
ejectment by evidence that the guardian at the 
time of appointment was a minor; the county 
court as to such matter being one of general 
jurisdiction and the attack being collateral. 
Johnson vy. Johnson, Okla., 159 Pac. 1121. 

62. Insurance — Application.—Statement in 
application for health insurance, “I am in sound 
condition,” held, under Revisal 1905, § 4808, not 
to vitiate policy, though insured had hernia, 
unless serious enough to affect his soundness.— 
Pe, x. New England Casualty Co., N. C., 90 





63. Breach of Warranty.—Fact that party 
assured against loss by theft had had similar 
olicy from another company withdrawn before 
ssuante of his policy, which, in a schedule, 
warranted that he had no burglary insurance 
and had made no application therefor, held not 
breach of warranty.—Goldberg v. Massachu- 
— Bonding & Ins. Co., N. Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 





64.——Change of Beneficiary.—Under Code 
Iowa, § 1789, authorizing change of beneficiary 
at the pleasure of insured, by-law requiring 
consent of association to change of beneficiary 
Sen ree v. Garrett, Cal., 159 Pac. 


65.——Limiting Liability.—Clause in accident 
policy, limiting liability, “if the member shall 
earry other accident insurance,” covers life of 
olicy, and if, without notice to the insurer, the 
nsured takes out another policy, the beneficiary 
can recover only the proportional value of the 
policy.—Dustin v. Interstate BusinesSs Men’s 
Acc. Ass’n, S. D., 159 N. W. 395. 


66. ‘Vested Right.—Where surviving wife 
died intestate before she actually had posses- 
sion of her share of insurance fund arising 
from her deceased husband’s policies, her ad- 
ministrator had the right to sue for and collect 
it—German-American Trust Co. v. Ten Winkel, 
Colo., 160 Pac. 188. 

67.——-Waiver.—Where fire policy requires 
lag saw oon proofs of loss, a denial of liability 

insurer waives performance of act prescrib- 
ed.—Springfield Fire & Marine Ins. Co. c. Fields, 
Ind., 113 N. B. 756. 

68. ‘Waiver.—Where insurance policy re- 

quires, as condition precedent to payment of 
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loss, that insured furnish a sworn statement 
thereof, he need not do so if the insurer abse- 
lutely denies liability.—Kutschenreuter v. Prov 
- Washington Ins. Co., is. 159 N. W. 
5 E 


69. Landlord and Tenant—Nuisance.—Where 
doors over an opening in a sidewalk from which 
stairs lead to the basement were properly con- 
structed and in proper condition, the owner was 
not liable as for maintaining a nuisance to one 
injured by a when the lessee had 
on sent open.—Dammeyer v. Vorhis, Ind., 113 
N. E. 4. 


70. Lareeny—Loan.—That defendant ac- 
quired possession through a loan of a mule in 
furtherance of a fraud, intending to steal it, 
would constitute larceny, and, instead of hav- 
ing a temporary possessory right as a gratui- 
tous bailee, his holding would be tortious, and 
he would be a tresspasser ab initio.—Savage v. 
State, Ala., 72 So. 694 

71. Libel and Slander—Libel per se.—As a 
general rule, when language is published con- 
cerning a person or his affairs, which, from its 
nature, necessarily must, or presumably will, 
as its natural and proximate consequence, occa- 
sion him pecuniary loss, its publication is libel- 
ous per se.—Hughes v. Samuels Bros., Iowa, 
159 N. - 589. 

72. Oral Utterance.—To render oral utter- 
ance nonactionable on ground hearers did not 
understand colloquium to charge offense con- 
veyed by the words spoken, it must be shown 
that the words were not intended to impute 
the offense they ordinarily convey, and un- 
derstanding of witnesses cannot control.—M. 
v. J, Wis., 159 N. W. 651. 

73. Slander per se.—Spoken of a lawyer, 
the words, “He does not practice the law, be- 
cause he has been disbarred,” constitute a slan- 
der per se—Tim v. Hawes, N. Y., me..0 
Sup. 1096. 

74. Licenses—Vehicles.—The legislature may 
impose a wheelage tax on vehicles and provide 
that the proceeds shall be used to maintain and 
repair highways.—Park. v. City of Duluth, Minn., 
159 N. W. 627. 








75. Mandamus—<Appeal and Error.—On ap- 
peal from award of a peremptory writ of man- 
damus on overruling demurrer and motion to 
quash, requiring a city comptroller to coun- 
tersign a warrant for refund of an excessive 
personal property tax, the case will not be re- 
versed merely to enable the city to plead as 
a defense that plaintiff unlawfully concealed 
assessable property, since the city has its rem- 
edy by reassessin such omitted property.— 
State v. Kotecki, is., 159 N. W. 583. 

76. Evidence.—Where moderator and clerk 
of a caucus testify that they cannot conscien- 
tiously say that petitioner for mandamus to 
compel them to make certificate of nomination 
under oath received majority of votes cast and 
is entitled to a certificate, where a teller took 
away the ballots cast for the o pene candi- 
date, petition for mandamus will be denied.— 
Davis v. Pendleton, R. I., 98 Atl. 803. 


77. Marriage—Infant.—A female, married 
under the age of 18, has the right, on attain- 
ing that age, to confirm or disaffirm the mar- 
riage and sue for annulment, but, having once 
elected, cannot change her decision.—Terrky v. 
Terrky, N. Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 1016. 

78. Master and Servant—Assumption of Risk. 
—Under Federal Employers’ Liability Act, § 4, 
in action against railroad by its employe for 
injuries in interstate commerce, doctrine of as- 
sumed risk applies, and has same effect as at 
common law; i. e., employe does not assume 
negligence of the master unless he knew of it 
or must have known of it.—Panhandle & S. F. 
Ry. Co. v. Fitts, Tex., 188 S. W. 528. 

79. Assumption of Risk.—In action under 
Federal Employers’ Liability Act of 1908 and 
amendments, for injury to experienced car re- 
pairer from striking plunger of defective draw- 
bar without instructions to strike plunger, held 
that he assumed the risk and could not re- 
cover.—Gaines v. Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Can- 
ada, Mich., 159 N. W. 642. 

80. Independent Contractor.—Employe of 
building contractor, having no contractural re-. 
lations with owner of realty, is not entitled to 
recover of the owner for injuries from fall re- 














sulting from defect of scaffold—Langdon v. 
Lawrence Park Realty Co., Pa., 98 Atl. 777. 


81. Inspection——A hammer or maul is a 
“simple tool” and the master is under no duty 
to inspect it in exercise of ordinary care.— 
Kolasinski v. Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., Wis., 
159 N. W. 563. 


82.—_—-Satisfaction Contract.—Under contract 
of employment providing that plaintiff's ser- 
vices should be to defendant’s satisfaction, de- 
fendant was the sole judge of whether he had, 
reason to be dissatisfied.—Zahler v. Mann, N. 
Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 1085. 


83.——Workmen’s Compensation Act.—A res- 
taurant dishwasher, upon whom, while at 
work, the ceiling fell, due to overload of stored 
goods on the upper floor, over which the mas- 
ter had no control, received an injury “arising 
out of the employment.”—Kimbol v. Industrial 
Accident Commission, Cal., 160 Pac. 150 


84, Workmen’s Compensation Act.—Under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 12(a), engi- 
neer of tugboat who was drowned in making 
his way to a boat after having, through mis- 
take in its location, gone on another boat to 
reach his vessel, held not killed in course of his 
employment, so no compensation could be al- 
lowed.—Ocean Accident & Guarantee Co. v. In- 
dustrial Accident Commission of California, 
Cal., 159 Pac. 1041. 


85. ‘ Monopolies—Patents.—Under the Clayton 
Bill, a contract whereby one having a patent 
monopoly for the manufacture of motion pic- 
ture projecting machines required purchasers 
to refrain from using films manufactured by 
competitors of the patentee of the machines is 
invalid.—Motion Picture Patents Co. v. Univer- 
sal Film Mfg. Co., U. S. C. C. A., 235 Fed. 398. 


86. Mortgages—Substituted Deed.—The own- 
er of land executed a security deed, and later 
sold the land, and holder of security deed sur- 
rendered it and received a new one from the 
purchaser; held that the first security deed was 
canceled and all rights were eliminated there- 
from.—Jordan v. Bullard, Ga., 90 S. E. 41. 

87. Municipal Corporations — Extraordinary 
Care.—Drivers at crossings must be highly vig- 
ilant and maintain control so that they can stop 
vehicles so as to prevent danger to pedestrians, 
but between crossings they are not held to the 
same high standard of care, though they must 
be constantly on the lookout.—Virgilio v. Walk- 
er, Pa., 98 Atl. 815. 

88. Infant.—The court could not say as 
matter of law that girl six years of age was, 
or was not, old enough to be capable of exer- 
cising some care in crossing street used by 
automobiles; that rg for the jury.—Meserve 
v. Libby, Me., 98 Atl. 754. 

89.——Injunction.—The construction by a rail- 
road of a high embankment over part of a 
borough street which has been recognized by 
the borough as a public street or used as such 
by the public, though never formally laid out, 
will be permanently enjoined.—wMil Village 
Borough v. Nypano R. Co., Pa., 98 Atl. 779. 

90. License.—Laws 1909, c. 113, § 4, subd. 
2, providing that every motor vehicle while in 
use shall be equipped with front lamps show- 
ing white lights and a red tail light, applies 
only to vehicles in use and not to a dead motor 
car being hauled through the street by an- 
other car.—Musgrave v. Studebaker Bros. Co. of 
Utah, Utah, 160 Pac. 117. 

91. Negligence.—That person injured by 
automobile was not an ordinary pedestrian, but 
a workman on the street, should be considered 
in measuring his negligence.—Cecola v. 44 Ci- 
gar Co., Pa., 98 Atl. 77 

92. Special Assessment.—Under Code Supp. 
1913, 791i, rendering liable to special assess- 
ment for street improvements, the right of way 
of any railroad fronting or abutting upon a 
street, a railroad carryin Passengers and 
freight, operating over 20-foot strip in middle 
of street, and having fee in such strip, held lia- 
ble to assessment.—Des Moines City Ry. Co. v. 
City of Des Moines, Iowa, 159 N. - 450. 

93.——-Statutory Violation—It is negligence 
per se for one to drive an automobile in viola- 
tion of the statute law.—Taylor v. Stewart, N. 
c., 90 S. E. 134. 
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94. ‘Water Supply.—A city authorized by 
its charter to contract for public water supply 
could adopt a contract provisionally made with 
the promoters of the water company. og? of 
Belfast v. Belfast Water Co., Me., 98 Atl 8. 


95. Navigable Waters—tTest of Navigability. 
—For a river to be navigable it need not be 
deep enough to admit the passage of boats at 
a we wt rete. of it—Danes v. State, N. Y., 

786, 219 N. Y. 67. 


96. Negligence — Dangerous’ Instruments. — 
Handle of valve used to flush toilets is not so 
reasonably certain to place life and limb in 
peril when negligently made as to require man- 
ufacturer to make it carefully under penalty 
of liability to persons other than immediate 
purchaser for injuries from failure to perform 
such duty through using defective material.— 
ayers v. Flushovalve Co., N. Y., 160 N. Y. Sup. 








97. Proximate Cause.—Recovery for death 
of minor child drowned in water-filled vault at 
rear of defendant's lot, held properly denied; 
it not appearing that children frequented such 
place.—Selve v. Pilosi, Pa., 98 Atl. 723. 


98. Officers—Negligence.—It is no defense to 
an action on official bond of a public officer 
having the custody of public moneys that it 
was lost without fault or neglect on his part.— 
Trustees of Village ¢ Bath v. McBride, N. Y., 
113 N. E. 789, 219 N. 92. 


99. Be So peso eal by threat of 
imprisonment sufficient to warrant recovery of 
money paid thereunder must provoke fear suf- 
ficient to overcome the will of a man of ordi- 
nary firmness and constancy, and it is impor- 
tant in penaigag = ers J sufficiency of the acts to 
show duress, whether a precept has been is- 
sued.—Campbell v. Chabot, Me., 98 Atl. 746. 

100. Physicians and Surgeons — License.— 
Under Public Health Law, § 160, subd. 7, and 
sections 161, 173, and Const. art. 1, § 3, held that 
defendant, never registered or licensed as a 
practitioner of medicine, if in good faith prac- 
ticing the tenets of the Christian Science 
Church, would not be guilty of “practicing 
medicine without lawful authorization and reg- 
istration.”—People v. Cole, N. Y., 113 N. E. 790, 
219 N. Y. Sup. 98. 


101. Practice of Medicine.—Statutes, regu- 
lating the practice of medicine and providing 
penalties for failure to comply therewith, in- 
clude all who practice the art of healing, what- 
ever the therapeutic agency employed, so that 
for every purpose one practicing osteopathy is 
oat medicine.—State v. Collins, Iowa, 159 





102, Principal and Surety — Defalcation.— 
Where an agent who gave bond to secure mon- 
eys collected notified his employer of defalca- 
tions and was continued in his employment on 
promise to make restitution, agent’s sureties 
who were not notified were freed from liabil- 
ity on all collections made after employer had 
knowledge of the offense.—Phoenix Ins. Co. of 
Hartford v. Newell, Okla., 159 Pac. 1127. 

103. Presumption.—Surety on bond to se- 
cure employer against breach of servant's con- 
tract or default in collections must be pre- 
sumed to know that, on notice to the obligee 
terminating liability, the nature of the risk 
required continuing liability for the time neces- 
sary to prevent further collections, and cannot 
limit liability to embezzlements prior to no- 
tice, if the obligee suffered further losses de- 
spite diligent efforts to protect himself.—Rick- 
etson v. Lizotte, Vt., 98 Atl. 801. 





104. Que Warranto—Ouster.—In qu war- 
ranto proceedings to test respondent’s right and 
title to a public office, if respondent - —. 
fully holding the office, there should be a judg- 
ment of ouster, though relator is not entitled 
3, the office.—State v. Harmon, Me., 98 Atl. 


105. Railroads—Shade Trees.—In action of 
trespass on freehold to recover for cutting of 
shade trees on plaintiff's ground over ging 
railroad right of way, contract with paliroed 
permitting defendant telegraph company to 
construct telegraph lines over right of way for 
joint use of railroad and company was admiss- 
ible-—Cobb v. Western Union Telegraph Co., 


Vt., 98 Atl. 758. 





106.——-Statutory Violation.—Where a railroad 
was negligent at crossing in failing to sound a 
bell or whistle —— one an automobile, 
was not grossly negligent in failing to apply 
his emergency brake or adopting other possible 
means of escape from the dangerous situation, 
created by defendant’s negligence.—Kaufmann 
y a M. & St. P. Ry. Co., Wis., 159 N. 





107. Trespasser.—Where a train blocks a 
crossing in violation of statute, a traveler at- 
tempting to go round it is not a trespasser, 
as regards right to warning of approach of an- 
other a. tee & R. Co. v. Hunter, 
Ind., 113 N. 72. 


108. Release—Federal Employers’ Lay 
Act.—Federal Employers’ Liability Act, § 
rendering any contract void, the purpose or in: 
tent of which is to exempt the carrier from 
liability created by the act, has no application 
to the case of a release of liability given a 
railroad by its injured employe after the acci- 
dent, in consideration of being furnished further 
employment for one day. \; «om & S. F. 
R. Co. v. Fitts, Tex., 188 S. . 628. 

109. Street Vimo ade Clear Chance.— 
A street railway company is not liable to an 
injured pedestrian, who has negligently placed 
himself in danger, if the peril could have been 
discovered by ordinary care, but only if, after 
actually discovering it, the operatives failed 
to use all means at their command to prevent 
injury.—Galveston Electric Co. v. Swank, Tex., 
188 S. W. 704. 

110.——-Negligence.—If, because of a mist and 
fading light, the motorman could not observe 
clearly the position of an automobile, nor dis- 
cover whether it had cleared the track, it was 
his duty to have his car under such control as 
to admit of stopping after discerning objects on 
the track and before collision therewith.—Trav- 


elers’ Indemnity Co. v. Detroit United Rry., 
Mich., 159: N. W. 528. 
111. Taxation — Assessment. — In assessing 


property of an interstate corporation engaged 
in sale of electric power and water, it is im- 
proper to capitalize earnings of whole property 
and ascribe total value to “Ratstbuting lines as 
a mode of assessing such lines for taxation.— 
Nevada-California Power Co. v. Hamilton, U. S. 
D. C., 235 Fed. 317, 

112. Telegraphs and Telephones—Regulation. 
—Where twbd telephone companies compete for 
local business, and one of them maintains ade- 
quate long-distance service to another com- 
munity, and public necessity does not require ad- 
ditional long-distance service, Page & A. Gen. 
Code, § 614—63, relating to physical connection 
between telephone companies, does not apply.— 
Shafor v. Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, 
Ohio, 113 N. E. 

113.‘ Trade Unions—Suspension.—A member 
of a labor union cannot be suspended or ex- 
pelled without charges and due trial where 
property rights are involved, nor can a distinc- 
tion be drawn between individuals and local 
branches of associations in this respect; con- 
fiscatory by-laws being against public policy.— 
Neal v. Hutcheson, N. Y., 160 N. Y¥. Sup. 1007. 

114. Trespass —Justification.— The justifica- 
tion in trespass that “the way in dispute has 
been ae for 43 years by defendant, who claims 
right by user to pass over the land,” does not 
permit introduction of evidence as to repairs, 
since every fact of justification must Pe pleaded. 
—Dartnell v. Bidwell, Me., 98 Atl 743. 

115. Trever and Conversion—Damages.—The 
general rule as to measure of damages for con- 
version is subject to the exception that, where 
the Pod ody a consisted of articles for personal 
use, which have little or no market value, the 
measure of Lo is the reasonable value to 
the owner.—Erie R. Co. v. Steinberg, Ohio, 113 
N. E. 814. 

116. Waters and Water Courses—Irrigation. 
—Defendant who made oral contract giving 
plaintiff’s predecessor title right to use over- 
flow waters in consideration of his permitting 
overflow on his land, could not, after 40 years 
of such use and expenditure of money in d.-vel- 
opment of orchards, etc., cut off water during 
irrigating season without ee liable for 
consequent damages.—Bright v. gen = Gold 
Hill Water Co., U. S. C. C. A., 234 Fed. 
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INDEX-DIGEST 





TO THE EDITORIALS, NOTES OF RECENT DECISIONS, LEADING 
ARTICLES, ANNOTATED CASES, LEGAL NEWS, CORRE- 
SPONDENCE AND BOOK REVIEWS IN VOL. 83. 





A separate subject-index for the “Digest of Current Opinions” will be found on page 460, 


following this Index-Digest. 


ACCIDENT INSURANCE, 
burden of proof in suits on accident poli- 
cies for accidental death where defense 
is suicide or murder by beneficiary, 284. 
construction of term, “‘complete severance 
of hand,” 128. 


does a statute denying to insurance com- 
pany defense of misrepresentation where 
policy is issued without medical examina- 
tion, apply to accident insurance? 219, 

sunstroke arising from exposure to heat in 
course of duty, 238. 


ADMIRALTY, 
maritime tort only when 
within jurisdiction, 346. 
some suggestions as to practice from ad- 
miralty procedure, 97. 


consummation 


ADOPTION, 
inheritance by next of kin of an adopted 
child from adoptive parent, 3. 


ADVERSE POSSESSION, 
adverse possession of surface no evidence 
of adverse possession of mineral rights of 
subsurface, 274. 


ADVOCACY, 
efficiency in the legal profession—work of 
the Chicago Society of Advocates, 58. 


APPEAL AND ERROR, 
procedure by rules of court, 394. 
reduction of damages on appeal by exclu- 
sion of incompetent evidence, 39. 
statute invading judiciary principle, 57. 


ARBITRATION, 
compulsory arbitration the logical evolu- 
oon wanes compensation legisla- 
on, 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. 
see PROFESSIONAL ETHICS. 
es upon compromise by client, 


the law school graduate and law office ap- 
prenticeship, 102. 


» AUTOMOBILES, 


duty of motorist at railroad crossings, 370. 

liability for injuries caused by skidding au- 
tomobiles, 23. 

regulation or exclusion of automobiles from 
highways as a new invention, 374 


BANKRUPTCY, 
on ee of the decision in Carey v. Dono- 
oe 


BANKS AND BANKING, 


participation by a trust company in the 
—= ulent organization of a savings 
on E 


es right of congress to authorize a national 

« bank to act as trustee, executor, ad- 
ministrator or registrar of stocks and 
bonds, 327. 





BAR ASSOCIATIONS, 


bar association meetings for 1916—when and 
where to be held, 48, 231, 320. 

presidents and secretaries of state bar as- 
sociations, 446. 

proposed changes in the judicial and other 
sections of the American Bar Association, 
376. 

organization of the Alaska Bar Associa- 
tion, 

program of meeting of the Alabama Bar 
Association, 30. 

program of the California Bar Association, 
meeting, 48. 

report of the meeting of the American Bar 
Association, 191. 

report of the meeting of the Colorado Bar 
Association, 120. 

report of the meeting of the Kentucky Bar 
Association, 

report of the meeting of the Michigan Bar 
Association, 65. 

report of the meeting of the Missouri Bar 
Association, 263. 

report of the meeting of the Nevada Bar 
Association, 

report of the meeting of the North Carolina 
Bar Association, 

report of the meeting of the Ohio Bar As- 
sociation, 190. 

report of the meeting of the Pennsylvania 
Bar Association, 65. 


BENEFIT SOCIETIES, 


amending by-laws as to sick benefits, 384. 
change in rate of assessment, 


BILLS AND NOTES, 
detaching note from contract and negotiat- 
ing same, ‘ 
estoppel to urge forgery of name of payee, 


qualified indorsement of negotiable paper, 


right of holder to declare maturity of note 
for failure to furnish additional collat- 
eral, 209. 

validity of indorsement by minor, 366. 


BOOKS RECEIVED, 


13, 49, 103, 121, 139, 157, 176, 193, 249, 285, 
412,'431. 


BOOK REVIEWS, 
reviews of encyclopedias, 
Corpus Juris, Volumes 4, 6 and 7, 213. 
reviews of digests, 
American Digest, Volumes 21 and 22, 449. 
Digest of Workmen’s Compensation Laws, 


reviews miscellaneous, 
—. Evolution of 


Laws, 266. 
Baldwin's Law Students’ 


Burdick’s Cases on the Law of Public 
Service, 
Official Index to State Legislation, Vol. 
Richards’ Abraham Lincoln, the Lawyer- 
Statesman, ats 
reviews of repor 


American and ‘tinglish Annotated Cases, 
1916A, 12; 1916B, 157. 


Government and 


Vace-Mecum, 
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reviews of text books, 

Atwell’s Federal Criminal 
edition, 192. 

Clark on Corporations, third edition, 377. 

Ehrich on Promoters, 4 

Gardner on Wills, second edition, 377. 

Hagar and Alexander’s Bankruptcy Forms 
Annotated, second edition, 430. 

Huddy’s The Law of Automobiles, 193. 

i on the Act to Regulate Commerce, 


Law—second 


a & Law of Marital Rights in Texas, 

Voorhees’ the Law of Public Schools, 266. 

ba > art Federal Employers’ Liability 
ct, . 

Wood on Limitations—fourth edition, 85. 


CARRIERS OF GOODS, 
discrimination at common law, 256. 
validity of contractural provisions not at- 
tempting to exempt carrier from liability 
for negligence nor to limit recovery 
where carrier is liable, 41. 


CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS, 

degree of care required of railroads for 
safety of passengers with reference to 
dangers arising from objects falling from 
baggage racks, 440. 

what constitutes a passenger’s baggage, 275. 

willful tort by servant to one riding on free 
pass, 221 


CHATTEL MORTGAGES, 


a action by chattel mortgagee, 


CHRISTIAN SCIENCE, 


see PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS. 


CIVIL LAW, 
triumph of. the civil law over the common 
law of England, 297. 


COMMERCE, 

aggregate of time between connecting car- 
riers under 28 hour stock law, 275. 

cars loaded with gravel for baliasting in- 
terstate track, 

hauling gravel for repair of railroad across 
state lines, 220. 

state law requiring labeling of eggs as “im- 
ported,” 239. 

the commerce clause of the constitution, 
how far self-executing,.and the extent 
of state action permissible in the absence 
of congressional regulation, 240. 


COMMON LAW, 
triumph of the civil law over the common 
law of England, 297. 


CONFLICT OF LAW 
- conflict of laws —— elective workmen's 
compensation laws, 295. 
faith and credit clause as to status of de- 
fendant in a matrimonial cause, 19. 
jurisdiction of a court of equity to appoint 
omen cor, a elle el corporation, 437. P 
matrimonia omicile remai tate o 
innocent spouse, We AR: P 
the extraordinary Sane of Papa#erorgiouv 
v. Turner, 94. 
statutory assignee protected by faith and 
credit clause, 238, 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 
COMMER 


controlling plants for refrigeration and 
storage of necessities of life and sale of 
products therein, 419. 

faith and credit clause as to status of de- 
fendant in a matrimonial cause, 19. 

the federal farm loan act, 329. 

immediate execution against states denied, 


93. 

jury prescribed by state statute in federal 
employers’ liability cases, 21. 

a en and administrative discre- 
tion, 





regulation or exclusion of automobiles from 
highways as a new invention, 

right of congress to authorize a national 
ank to act as trustee, executor, admin- 
— or registrar of stocks and bonds, 


separability on statute to save constitu- 
tionality, 9. 
in the fed- 


the tax exemption provision 
eral farm loan act, 347. 


CONTEMPT, 
trial for when not committed in the faa 
ence of the court, 38. 


CONTRACTS, 

see FRAUD AND DECEIT. 

act of God excusing non-performance, 310. 

construction of phrase in a contract of em- 
ployment, “to the satisfaction of em- 
ployer,” 

fixing prices on resale by retailer of manu- 
factured articles, 5. 

ae 713 as a personal or a property right, 
163. 


parol evidence of collateral agreement to 
show written contract never went into 
effect, 281. ~ 

recovery of money or property. paid or 
transferred in furtherance of illegal exe- 
ecutory contract, 81. 


CORPORATIONS, 
foreign corporation doing business in a 
state so as to be subject to process, 421. 
right to hold promoters of attempted or- 
ganization as partners, 439. 
ratification of agreements by promoters to 
pay solicitors for stock subscriptions, 164. 


COURTS, 
see FEDERAL COURTS. 
British war tribunals, 422. 
conviction for infamous crime in state court 
no disqualification of witness in federal 
court, 1. 
opinion’ by a divided court, 147. 


COVENANTS, 
covenant of general warranty 
ing implied contracts, 63. 


as cover- 


CRIMINAL EVIDENCE, 
suggestion of interference as an expres- 
sion of opinion, 38. 


CRIMINAL LAW, 
acts of war in a neutral country as being 
or not under its criminal statutes, 109. 
ee evidence to show corpus de- 
ct 
the professional bondsman, 445. 
the trial of Papa Faustino, 132. 


CRIMINAL TRIAL, 
waiver of arraignment and plea, 221. 


DAMAGES, 
damages under maxim, de minimis non 
curat lex, 164. 
exemplary damages against wrongdoer who 
— may be punished for criminal acts, 


existing disease or condition of party in- 
ot as reducing amount of recovery, 


DEATH BY WRONGFUL ACT, 
formulae for findin present worth in re- 
coveries for death, 91. 


DEEDS, 
see COVENANTS. 


DESCENTS AND DISTRIBUTIONS, 
inheritance by next of kin of an adopted 
child from adoptive parents, 3. 
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right of murderer to take under a will— 
construing statutes of inheritance, 386. 

right of next of kin to statutory share of 
Seeate of decedent whom he has killed, 


DIVORCE, 


see MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 
ongroms alimony by amendatory decree, 


is insanity of defendant a defense against 
acts committed by defendant while in- 
sane, 


EASEMENTS, 
use of surface not interfered with by wires 
of telephone company, 2 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 
applying local law to appeals, 200. 
is limiting recovery from railway relief 
fund forbidden by federal employers’ lia- 
bility act, 237 
jury prescribed by state statute in federal 
employers’ liability cases, 21. 


EQUITY, 
failure of answer to ask for affirmative re- 
lief, 74 


EVIDENCE, 
admissibility of ‘contradictory statements 
of a subscribing witness in a will contest 
to impeach the due execution of the will 
after probate, 388. 
— of decedent as to his own age, 


parol evidence of collateral agreement to 
oo aaa contract never went into ef- 
ect, . 


FARM LOAN ACT, 
see RURAL CREDITS LAW. 


FEDERAL COURTS. 
“—— by or against federal corporations, 


conspiracy to defraud government acting in 
commercial capacity, 310. 

misfeasance of servant making controversy 
Geeerpnrente for purposes of removal, 


FEDERAL EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT, 
see EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 


FIRE INSURANCE, 
vacant property reoccupied before loss oc- 
curs saving forfeiture of insurance, 410. 


FOOD, 
police power as regards adulterated or mis- 
branded food shipped in interstate com- 
merce, 181. 
state law requiring labeling of eggs as “im- 
ported,” 239. 


FRAUD AND DECEIT, 
false pretense in misrepresenting law, 55. 


FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES, 


claimant of injury suffered by tort as a 
creditor, 246. 

withholding deed from record so as not to 
impair grantor’s deed, 421 


GARNISHMENT, 
indemnity company garnishable on judg- 
ment against indemnitee, 
money vested in trustee by agreement be- 
tween mortgagor and mortgagee, 256. 
non-resident debtor not bound  g judgment 
in interpleader proceedings, 2 





HOMICIDE, 
ceeenteast iol evidence to show corpus de- 
cti, 
right of murderer to take under a _ will— 
construing statutes of inheritance, 386. 
right of next of kin to statutory share 
+ ang of decedent whom he has killed, 


HORSES, 
liability for injuries caused by runaway 
horses, 183. 


HUMOR OF THE LAW, 
13, 31, 49, 67, 85, 103, 121, 139, 157, 176, 193, 
213, 231, 249, 267, ase. 303, 321, 339, 358, 

377, 395, 413, 431, 44 


HUSBAND AND WIFE, 


liability of husband for necessaries fur- 
nished to bigamous wife, 


INDEMNITY INSURANCE, 
payment by note as sufficient under policy 
to reimburse insured for loss actually 
suffered, 356. 


INHERITANCE TAX, 
see TAXATION. 


INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM AND RECALL, 
status of judicial recall legislation, 75. 


INJUNCTION, 
restraining malicious publication injurious 
to business, 


INSURANCE 
see ACCIDENT INSURANCE. 
see BENEFIT SOCIETIES. 
see INDEMNITY INSURANCE. 
see FIRE INSURANCE. 
see LIFE INSURANCE. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW, 

acts of war in a neutral country as being 
or not under its criminal statutes, 109. 

British war tribunals, 422. 

the law applicable to submarines, 83. 

neutral interests in the Prize Court, 257. 

the outlook for international law, 222. 

status of armed merchantmen, 39. 


IRRIGATION, 
abandonment, forfeiture and resumption of 
water used for irrigation jor in the 
arid and semi-arid states, 60. 
has a state the right to forbid the diver- 
sion of water from a_ stream flowing 


wholly within the state to be applied to 


a beneficial use in another state, 258. 


UDGMENT 

annulment in suit by plaintiff or judgment 
annulling a marriage, 4 

entry of appearance by non-resident spe- 
cially to protect interest of property 
seized by attachment, 92. 


JURIES, 
Mr. Chesterton’s “The Twelve Men,” 320. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, 
tender of rent before declaration of for- 
feiture, 443. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 
see BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 
American decisions in Canada, 367. 
the decennial anniversary banquet of the 
United States Court for China, 190. 
the difficulties of organizing a bar associa- 
tion in Alaska, 
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efficiency in the legal profession—work of 
the Chicago Society of Advocates, 58. 

preventing legislation and litigation, 110. 

state bar examiners’ conference, 102. 


LEGAL EDUCATION, 
a recent advance in legal education, 401. 


LEGAL ETHICS, 
see PROFESSIONAL ETHICS. 


LIBEL AND SLANDER, 
knowingly accepting shipments of liquor 
by carrier addressed to unauthorized con- 
signee, 366. 
libel by indirection, 365. 


LIFE ESTATES, 
stock dividends as belonging to life ten- 
ant or remainderman, 182. 


LIFE INSURANCE 
issuance of policy and delivery to agent of 
company as delivery to insured, 229. 
policy in favor of wife subsequently di- 
vorced, 0. 


LIMITATIONS, 
is an action barred against an agent barred 
against his principal, 109. 


MALICIOUS PROSECUTION, 
probable cause shown by judgment of con- 
viction though reversed, 


MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE 

annulment in suit by plaintiff of judgment 
annulling a marriage, 3. 

annulment of marriage by reason of intent 
of defendant never to consider marriage 
binding, 147. 

matrimonial domicile remaining in state of 
innocent spouse, 

necessity of corroboration of confession by 
defendant in action for divorce, 390 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 
divisibility in contract of employment, 56. 
joinder of master and servant as defendants 
in suit for tort, 175 
liability of master to his own servant for 
acts of independent contractor, 335. 
services to satisfaction of employer, 164. 


MINES AND MINING, 
adverse possession of surface no evidence 
of adverse possession of mineral rights 
of subsurface, 274. 


MONOPOLIES, 
the leasing clause in the Clayton Anti-Trust 
Act, 255. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 
discrimination by public utility in favor of 
municipal corporation, 345. 
public letting as to work mainly requiring 
tbe use of a patented article er process, 
53. : 


NEGLIGENCE, 
willful and wanton injury to lawbreaker, 


NUISANCES, 
exceptions to the rule of concert to make 
tortfeasors jointly and severally liable, 


61. 
independent wrongdoers causing or contrib- 
uting to a nuisance, 404. 


PARENT AND CHILD, 
negligence of parents imputable to child, 


01. 
negligent injury to unborn child, 439. 








PARTNERSHIP, 
effect of successive sales of all partners’ 
a upon rights of creditors of the 
rm, 


PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, 
practicing medicine by Christian Science 
methods, 384. 


PLEADING AND PRACTICE, 

aoere of answer to ask for affirmative re- 
er, ¢ 

joinder of master and servant as defendants 
in suit for tort, 

rule of negative pregnant in pleading ap- 
plies only to averment of material facts, 
14 


substitution of new party in pleading, 421. 


POLICE POWER, 
ordinance prohibiting the erection of stores 
in residential district, 182. 
police power as regards adulterated or mis- 
branded food shipped in interstate com- 
merce, 181. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
agency vel non of telegraph company in 
transmission and delivery of message, 28. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY, 
continuation certificate in surety bond, 347. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 
decisions by the New Fock County Law- 
yers’ Association Committee on_profes- 
sional ethics, 57, 138, 248. ‘365, 302, 412. 
is there any distinction between the "ethical 
standards governing the practice of law 
and the pursuit of business, 291. 


PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSIONS, 

connection between exclusively local and a 
local and long distance telephone com- 
pany, 293. 

discrimination by public utility in favor of 
municipal corporation, 

power -of courts in reviewing. 1 rulings of 
public service commissions, 

— of commission to fix salary of public 
utility officers, 438. 


PUBLIC SERVICE CORPORATIONS, 
discrimination by public utility in favor 
of municipal corporation, 430. 
ae Mg gente and administrative discre- 
tion, 1 


PURE FOOD LAWS, 
controlling plants for refrigeration and 
storage of necessities of life and sale of 
products therein, 419. 


RAILROADS, 
injury to employe on interstate train char- 
tered by circus, 346 


RECALL, 
see INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM AND RE- 
CALL. 


RECEIVERS, 
jurisdiction of court of equity to appoint re- 
ceiver for a foreign corporation, 437. 


net. DECISIONS IN BRITISH COURTS, 


REFORM OF PROCEDURE, 
procedure by rules of court, 394. 
some suggestions as to practice from ad- 
miralty procedure, 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, 
see FEDERAL COURTS. 
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REPLEVIN, 
constructive possession of defendant in re- 
plevin cases, 10. 


RURAL CRs DITS LAW, 
the federal farm loan act, 329. 
the tax exemption provision in the federal 
farm loan act, 347. 


SALES, 
lien on after-acquired property not valid 
ageinet conditional sale though unrecord- 
ed, 329, 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE, 
essentials of agreement set forth, 128. 


STATES, 
immediate execution against states denied, 


SUBMARINES, 
see INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


SUCCESSION TAX, 
see TAXATION. 


TAXATION, 
me. inheritance tax—double and multiple, 


the. tnheritance tax on non-resident estates, 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 

agency vel non of telegraph company in 
transmission and delivery of message, 28. 

connection between exclusively local and a 
local and long distance telephone com- 
pany, 293. 

recovery for mental anguish oor non-deliv- 
ery of interstate message, 

use of surface not interfered with by wires 
of telephone company, 2 


TORTS, 
exceptions to the rule of concert to make 
ee jointly and severally liable, 


independent wrongdoers causing or con- 
tributing to a nuisance, 404. 

joinder of master and servant as defendants 
in suit for tort, 175. 

liability for injuries caused by runaway 
horses, 183 





negligent injury to unborn child, 439. 
a rational rule of proximate causation in 
torts, 148. 


TRUST COMPANIES, 
see BANKS AND BANKING. 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 

abandonment, forfeiture and resumption of 
water used for irrigation purposes in the 
arid and semi-arid states, : 

common law on the subject of navigable 
waters the same for colonies as_ for 
states, 402. 

has a state the right to forbid the diver- 
sion of water from a_ stream flowing 
wholly within the state to be applied to a 
beneficial use in another state, 258. 

— bed subject to danger of pollution, 

a. 


WEEKLY DIGEST OF IMPORTANT OPINIONS, 
a , 50, 68, 86, 104, 132, 140, 158, 177, 194, 


214,’ 233, 249, 267, "285, 303, 321, 339, 358, 
377, 395, 413, 431, 449. 


WILLS, 
admissibility of contradictory statements of 
a subscribing witness in a will contest to 
impeach the due execution of the will af- 
ter probate, 388 
right of murderer to take under a will— 
construing statutes of inheritance, 386. 


WITNESSES, 
no waiver of incompetency by cross-exami- 
nation, 


WORK AND LABOR, 
labor as a personal or a property right, 163. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION LAWS, 

claim for injury under workmen's’ compen- 
sation act happening in other than the 
home state of employer, 127. 

compensation acts and compulsory arbi- 
tration, 273. 

compulsory arbitration the logical evolu- 
tion of workmen’s compensation legisla- 
tion, 199. 

conflict of laws under elective workmen's 
compensation laws, 

fixing by statute the rule of evidence in 
workmen’s compensation cases, 118. 

non-negligent injuries in service of inter- 
state carrier, 274. 
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Adverse Possession—Clearing Land, 250; Color 
of Title, 158, 396, 414; Defined, 268; Division 
Fence, 396; Elements of, 414; Evidence, 14, 
286, 450; Homestead, 286, 414; Notice to 
Owner, 250; Prescription, 450; Prescriptive 
Title, 122, 414; Restriction, 214; Statute of 
Limitations, 104, 158, 414; Tax Title, 86; 
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Arbitration and Award—Arbitrator, 396; Supple- 
mental Award, 378. 


Arrest—Fugitive from Justice, 


122; 
tion, 177. 


Justifica- 
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Assault and Battery—Damages, 214; Defenses, 
177. 





Assignments—Equitable, 250. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors—Directory 
Requirement, 232. 
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demption, 68; Estoppel, 268; Evidence, 68; 
Publication Notice, 68. 


Attorney and Client—Agency, 50, 250; Agree- 
ments, 86; Authority, 32, 304; Burden of 
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dication, 359, 396; Advances, 322; Amend- 
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ing Association, 232; Bulk Sales Law, 140; 
Chattel Mortgages, 50; Choses in Action, 14; 
Collateral Attack, 378, 396; Commissions, 
232; Composition, 14, 50, 378; Concealed As- 
sets, 50; Concealment, 68, 359; Conditional 
Sale, 32, 158, 396; Constructive Possession, 
396; Contempt, 214; Contracts, 14; ‘on- 
version, 359; Corporations, 250; Costs, 232; 
Costs Priority, 286; Creditor, 14, 194, 232, 
322, 378; Custody of Law, 14; Dis- 
charge, 14, 122, 177, 194, 286, 359, 450; 
Dismissal of Petition, 14; Distribution, 304; 
Dividends, 396; Equitable Lien, 86, . 

ity, 68; Estoppel, 14, 378; Evidence, 50, 
86,' 322, 414; Exemptions, 50, 68, 104, T94, 359; 
False Representations, 104, 177, 414; Filing 
Claims, 450; Finding of Fact, 104; Foreign 
Corporations, 450; Four Months’ Period, 450; 
Fraternal Association, 214; Fraud, 432; 
Fraudulent Conveyance, 450; Goods Con- 
signed, 68; Good Faith, 450; Harmless Er- 
ror, 232; Independent Suit, 304; Indorser, 
396; Insolvency, 50, 68, 450; Insurance, . 
104, 194, 268; Intervention, 104, 414; Invol- 
untary Petition, 450; Judgment, 378; Judg- 
ment Lien, 286; Jurisdiction, 50, 104, 214, 
232, 286, 322, 359, 450; Laborer, 15; Law of 
State, 104; Lien, 50, 68, 194, 304; Loans, 
286; Local Law, 378; Market Value, 104; 
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Mechanic’s Liens, 250; Mingling Funds, 15; 
Mortgage, 396; Mortgagee, 15," 50; Negli- 


gence, 396; Partnership, 50, 104, 396, 414;. 


Patent, 396; Patentee, 414; Pending Replevin 
Suit, 286; Perjury, 378; Pleading, 322; 
Pledge, 50, 217; Da Rico, 359; Practice, 
69, 214, 359, 378; Preference, 36, 105, 194, 214, 
268, 286, 304, 323, 359, 360, 396; Priorable 
Claim, 432; Priority, 105, tH 214, 360, 450; 
Pro Rata Distribution, 215; Provable Claim? 
15, 50, 432; Provable Debt, 397; Recording, 
105; Referee, 32, 105, 397; Reimbursement, 
268; Rent, 69, 105; Review of Orders, 286; 
Revocation of Agency, 360; Sale, 105; Sale 
of Assets, 50; Security for Cost, 50; Selec- 
tion of Trustee, 215, 451; Set-Off, 286, 340; 
Special Deposit, 177; State Laws, 15, 250, 
451; Statutory Construction, 360; Stock Sub- 
scription, 397; Surcharging Accounts, 397; 
Surety, 177, 250; Taxes, 51; Tax Liens, 397; 
Tax Priority, 287; Territory, 360; Title, 287; 
Title of Property, 304; Trust, 158; Trustee, 
32, 194, 232, 304, 397; Trustee's Title, 322; 
Unsecured Creditors, 451; Usury, 51; Validity 
of Bonds, 287; Voidable Transfer, 322: Vol- 
untary, 32, 105; Wage Earners, 360; Wager, 
304; Wages, 378; Waiver, 232; W orkman or 
Servant, 69. 


Banks and Banking—Agency, 86, 194, 340; Bill 
of Lading, 268; Cashier, 51, 215; Certificate 
of Deposit, 414; Clearing House, 69, 340; Col- 
lateral, 15; Collateral Attack, 140; Collateral 
Security, 397; Collection, 32, 140, 378; Con- 
structive Notice, 177; Corporations, 250; De- 
livery, 378, 451; Depositor, 69, 140, 360, 414; 
Deposits, 432; Deposit Slip, 15; Draft, 322; 
Evidence, 250; Federal Reserve Act, 414; 
Forgery, 15, 69; Fund of Depositor, 194; 
Guaranty, 322; Indictment and Information, 
340; Indorsement, 414; Installments, 15; 
Joint Deposit, 194; Joint Tenants, 233; Liens, 
233; Misappropriation, 140; Monthly State- 
ments to Depositor, 322; National Banks, 
414; Negligence, 122; Notice, 15, 194; Ordi- 
nary Care, 158; Passbook, 51, 250; Police 
Power, 177; Public Policy, 360; Receiver- 
ship, 268; Remittance, 158; Sale, 268; Sub- 
scription to Stock, 322; Trustee for Collec- 
tion, 287; Trust Company, 105; Worthless 
Check, 51. 


Beneficial Associations—Waiver, 215. 


Bills and Notes—<Acceptance, 215, 268; Accelera- 
tion Clause, 287; Accommodation, 322; Ac- 
commodation Indorser, 15; Assignment, 268; 
Attorney Fee, 86, 177, 215, 397; Blank for 
Date, 250; Burden of Proof, 15, 51, 378; Cer- 
tificate of Deposit, 233; Check, 158; Co- 
makers, 32; Consideration, 177, 397; Deliv- 
ery, 287; Demurrer, 158; Descriptio Per- 
sonae, 122, 397; Drunkenness of Maker, 122; 
Evidence, 69, 140, 233, 340, 360; Extension, 
140, 197; Failure of Consideration, 397, 451; 
Fictitious Payee, 51; Fraud, 140; Holder in 
Due Course, 268, 322; Illegality, 233; In- 
dorsement, 177, 304, 414; Indorser, 340; In- 
dorsement Without Recourse, 32; Informal 
Verdict, 194; Innocent Holder, 178; Innocent 
Purchaser, 86; Inquiry, 250; Joint Note, 397; 
Liability, 69; Maturity 397; Moratorium: 
140; Negligence, 340; Négotiability, 69, 215; 
Negotiable Instruments Law, 340; Notice, 
340; Notice of Infirmity, 215; Parol Agree- 


. ment, 451; Part Payment, 215; Payment, 


287, 432; Place of Contract, 158; Pledge, 32; 
Presentation for Payment, 122; Presumption, 
340; Protest, 140; Public Policy, 304; Re- 
newal, 360; Resale, 397; Secondary Liability, 
451; Signature, 287; Surety, 215; Surrender, 
86; Waiver, 250, 322, 432. 


Boundaries—Description, 215; Evidence, 15, 32; 
Measurements, 194; Monuments, 250; Paroi 
Evidence, 251; Recognition of Lien, 304. 


Breach of Marriage Promise—dAction, 15, 69. 


Breach of the Peace—Ordinance, 32. 





Bridges —eoPadotes by County, 432; Evidence, 
340; _ 86. 


Brokers—Abandonment, 268, 323; Agency, 215; 


Burden of Proof, 15; Commissions, 32, 122, 
194, 215, 304; Contracts, 415; Conversion, 
304; Dual Agency, 51; Estoppel, 86; Evi- 
dence, 415; Exclusive Agency, 32; Fraud, 
233; License, 15; Oral Contract, 451; Per- 
formance, 287; Principal and Agent, 415; 
Procuring Cause, 51, 69, 268, 304; Prospec- 
tus, 233; Purchase’ from Principal, 268; 
Ratification, 178; Telegraphs and Tele- 
phones, 


Burglary—Breaking or Entering, 122; Indict- 
ment and Information, 360. 


Ballems and Loan Associations—Mortgagor, 


Building Restrictions—Police Power, 360. 


pen” quan of Instruments—Fraud, 432; Laches, 
3. 


Carriers of Goods—Agency, 378; Apparent Title, 
379; Assumption of Risks, 140; Baggage, 
158; Bil of Lading, 105, 122, 215, 251, 360, 
451; Burden of Proof, "261: Carload Lots, 
87; Carmack Amendment, 15, 105; Charges, 
323; Common Carriers, 415; Connecting ar- 
rier, 158, 215, 233, 379; Conversion, 122, 140, 
268; Counterclaim, 287; Delivery, 87, 251; 
Discrimination, 194, 268; Elkins Law, 379: 
Evidence, 33, 158, 268; Exemption from Lia- 
bility, 451; Federal Law, 178; Foreign 
Transportation, 178; Freight Charges, 451; 
Furnishing Cars, 33, 87, 379, 415; Insurer, 
215; International Carrier, 233; Liability, 
269; Limitation of Liability, 323; ‘Live Stock, 
15; Misdelivery, 195, 251; Misrouting, p23: 
Negligence, 195; Notice of Claim, 415; 
ment of Freight, 397; Rates, 140, 269, FA, 
432, 451; Schedules, 105; Secondary Liability, 
268; Set- off, Special Agreement, 51; 
Statute of Limitations, 87; Stipulation, 195; 
Switching Charges, 33, 379; Tariffs, 51, 140, 
233; Through Contract, 87; Waiver, 251; 
w arehouseman, 


Carriers of Live Stock—Connecting Carrier, 122; 
Damages, 360; Delivery, 305; Fraud, 105; 
Injury, 69; Injury to Shipper, 87; Joint Own- 
ers, 215; Negligence, 215, 5; Notice of 
Claim, 178, 251, 432; Shrinkage, 195; 28-Hour 
Law, 360, 397; Waiver, 379. 


Carriers of Passengers—<Accelerati oF, Speed, 
233; Acceleration, 451; Agency, 397; Alight- 
ing, 51, 122, 215, 340; Assault, i95, 451; 
Boarding of Car, 87, 397; Boarding Wrong 
Train, 415; Burden of Proof, 397; Care of 
Passengers, 140; Carriage Beyond Station, 
323; Collision, 451; Contributory Negligence, 
123; Damages, 87, 105, 341; Discrimination, 
233; Ejection, 323; Evidence, 123; Free Pass, 
269, 341; Freight Train, 379; Invitation to 
Board, 123; Jolts and Jars, 69, 159, 323, 415; 
Limitation of Liability, 251; Misconnection, 
451; Negligence, 61, 123, 159, 178, 269; Non- 
suit, 360; Protection, 15; Proximate Cause, 
433; Regulation, 433; Relation, 87, 141, 287; 
Res Ipsa Loquitur, 251; Stations, 159; ‘Stops 
and Jerks, 397; Street Car Conductor, 123; 
Termination of Relations, 305; Transporting 
Servant, 323. 


Certiorari—Pleading and Practice, 87; Quo War- 
ranto, 


Champerty and Maintenance—Advancement, 287; 
Assignment, 195. 
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Charities—Condition, 215; Corporation, 195; 
Executed Trust, 432; Misdescription in Will, 
287; Trustees, 233. 


Chattel Mortgages—After-acquired Property, 
415; Agency, 305; Application of Payments, 
305; Conditions, 87; Conversion, 398; Crops, 
360; Description, 15, 251, 341, 432, 451; Dis- 
charge of Lien, 323; Estoppel, 51; Exchange 
of Property, 305; Foreclosure, 123; Junior 
Mortgage, 305; Lien, 105, 269; Pleading and 
Practice, 141; Possession, 33, 61, 432; Pri- 
ority, 123, 251, 341; Release, 105, 451; Re- 
plevin, 69; Security, 33, 141; Unlawful De- 
tention, 195. 


Commerce—Bridges, 287; Carmack Amendment, 
269; Clayton Bill, 433; Conditional Sale, 195; 
Constitutional Law, 305, 415; Due Process 
of Law, 323; Employes, 16, 33, 87, 215, 341, 
360, 379, 415, 433; Employers’ Liability Act, 
51, 305; Employment, 69; Exemption from 
Taxation, 287; Exports, 379: Foreign Cor- 
poration, 51, 69, 141, 195; Full Crew Lew, 
51; Harbors, 398; Industrial Insurance, 141; 
Interstate Carrier, 379; Interstate ‘Com- 
merce, 87, 105; Interstate Employment, 159, 
195; Interstate Shipment, 215; Interstate 
Telegram, 105; Interstate Transaction, 141, 
178; Interstate Transportation, 195; Inter- 
state Work, 287; Intoxicating Liquor, 87; 
Intrastate Train, 398; Intrastate Transac- 
tion, 123; Leasing Machines, 379; Local 
Business, 433; Mental Anguish, 433; New 
Shipment, 269; Peddling, 251, 323: Police 
Power, 105; Prize Fight Films, 233; Pros- 
pective Transportation, 195; Regulation, 159, 
215; Restraint on, 87; Safety Appliances, 
51, 141, 269, 433; Shipment to Agent, 287; 
State Inspection, 433; State Law, 251; State 
Police Power, 287; State Regulation, 287, 
379; Switching Crew, 123; Transportation, 
33; Workmen’s Compensation Act, 159, 360 
398; Work on Tunnel, 287. 


Common  Carriers—Exclusive Privileges, 305; 
Franchise, 15; Injunction, 33; Negligence, 33; 
Regulation, 


Compounding Felony—Burden of Proof, 33. 


Compromise and Settlement—Consideration, 33; 
Fraud, 


Confusion of Goods—Wrongful Sale, 159. 


Conspiracy—Arson,* 415; Conspirators, 33, 141; 
Governmental Capacity, 415; Witnesses, 433. 


Cometninens Law—Administrative Legislation, 
; Classification, 69; Class Legislation, 251, 
398: Commerce Act, 398; Contempt, 233; Dis- 
crimination, 87; Due Process of Law, 51, 87, 
141, 159, 287, 341, 379, 451; Estoppel, 233: 
Foreign Corporation, 69, 323: Impairment of 
Contract, 233, 323; Hazardous Employment, 
323; Insurance Brokers, 287; Intoxicating 
Liquors, 141; Involuntary Servitude, 233; 
Lawful Pursuit, 269; Legislative Apropria- 
tion, 87; Ministerial Officers, 16; Monopoly, 
87; Municipal Corporations, 123: Municipal 
Indebtedness, 323; Ordinance, 33; Peaceable 
Assemblage, 233; Political Question, 269; 
Privilege Tax, 87; Public Policy, 106; Regu- 
lation, 51; Rig ht’ to Contract, 287; Special 
Tax Bill, 305; eStatutes, 379; Statutory Con- 
struction, 123, 360; Taxation, 195; Title to 


Bills, 433; Unlawful Discrimination, 178; 
Vested Right, 159, 360. 
Contempt—Criminal Contempts, 379; Habeas 


Corpus, 233; Interference with Process, 216; 
Misbehavior, 123; Pending Proceeding, 69. 





Contracts—Action, 69; Automobiles, 123; Avoid- 
ance, 123; Construction, 16, 106, 216; Con- 
sideration, 87, 159; Contributions, 69; Elec- 

P Equitable Ownership, 106; Evi- 

, 287; Exclusive Agency, 216; False 

Representation, 123; Fraud, 141; Failure of 

Consideration, 87; Grammatical Errors, 178; 

Guaranty, 178; Ignorance of Law, 195; Iile- 

gality, 141; Insolvency, 123; Misrepresenta- 

tion, 287; Mutuality, 8i, 141, 251; Negli- 
gence, 251; Notice, 87; Resales, 141; Re- 

straint of Trade, 178; Seller’s Duty, 288; 

Sub-Contractor, 33; Third Person, 16; Uni 


ni- 
— 69; Waiver, 361; Work and Labor, 


Contribution—Apportionment, 251. 
Conversion—Equitable, 251, 
Copyrights—Infringement, 216; Royalties, 233. 


Corporations—Acceptance of Benefits, 233, 305; 
Agency, 341; Assignment, 269; Bankruptcy, 
216; Blue Sky Law, 451; Capital Stock, 216, 
361; Certificate of Stock, 379; Charter Pow- 
ers, 195, 288; Collateral, 33; Consideration, 
398; Constitutional Law, 88; Corporate Seal, 
305; De Facto, 288; Directors, 51, 106; Dis- 
solution, 361; Doing Business, 288; Equity, 
51, 216; Escrow, 159; Estoppel, 70, 398; Evi- 
dence, 106; False Representation, 415; For- 
eign Corporation, 16, 33, 52, 70, 233, 323; 
Fraud, 251; Gratuities, 305; Injunction, 70; 
Insolvency, 33, 106; Jurisdiction, 70; Liabil- 
ity of Stockholder, "323; Liens on Stock, 379; 
Officer, 251; Organization, 305; Over-issued 
Stock, 288; Ownership of Stock, 305; Par- 
ticipation in Wrong, 123; Partnership, 88, 
433; Pledge, 52; Principal and Agent, 415; 
Promoter, 269; Proof of Assignment, 288: 
Purchase of Assets, 415; Purchasing Cor- 
poration, 106; Receivership, 415; Reor- 
ganization, 70, 233; Rescission, 451; Sale of 
Stock, 52; Secondary Liability, 398; Service 
of Process, 323; Set-off, 16; Slander, 52; 
Stockholder, 251, 398; Stock Subscription, 
16; Subscription, 233, 251, 305; Transfer of 
Stock, 288; Trust Fund, 216, 251; Ultra Vires, 
88, 195, 433; Virtute Oficii, 70; Wages, 398; 
Waiver, 16, 123, 361; Wills, 451. 


Counties—Elections, 234. 
Courts—Jurisdiction, 234. 


Covenants—Breach of, 16, 33; Building Line, 
288; Building Restriction, 33, 88, 178, 195, 
305; Damages, 195; Easement, 323; En- 
croachment, 252; Estoppel, 341; Paramount 
Title, 88; Restrictions, 398, 433, 451. 


Creditors’ Suit—Equity, 141. 


Criminal Law—Constitutional Law, 305; Instruc- 
tions, 88 


Curtesy—Tenancy, 195. ° 


Customs and Usages—Contracts, 252; Evidence, 
16, 341. 


Damages—Beneficiaries, 159; Condition Subse- 
paren sts; Elements of, 305; Evidence, 195, 


234, 288, 305, 341; Federal Employer's Lia- 
bility Rete *Fe0: Fright, 16, 305; Instruction, 
52, 123; iquidated, 341, 39 Measure of, 


305, 361i, 415; Menta 
ating, 52; Profits. 
79; funitive, 
lative, 323. 


1 Suffering, 323; Miti- 
415; Prospective Profits, 
379; _Remittitur, 361; Specu- 
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Death—Contributory Negligence, 106, 252; Dam- 
ages, 88, 361; Despondency, 16; Estoppel, 
195; Evidence, 159; Excessive Verdict, 305; 
Expectancy, 123; Eye-Witnesses, 106; In- 
struction, 234; Law of State, 123; Loss of 
Consortium, 433; Personal epresentative, 
305; Pleading, 269; Present Cash Value, 269; 
Presumption, 159, 178, 252, 341; Release, 324; 
Right of Action, 195; Survivorship, 341; Un- 
explained Absence, 341. 


Dedication—Estoppel, 216; Reservation, 415; 
Waiver, 398. 


Deeds—Acceptance of Benefits, 361; Alteration 
of Instruments, 88; Blank for Name, 216; 
Boundaries, 141; Breach of Condition, 398; 
Cancellation, 106; Condition Subsequent, 33; 
Delivery, 216, 398; Duress, 398; Evidence, 70; 
Instructions, 52; Record, 124; Registration, 
70; Restrictions, 452; Sanity Presumed, 269; 
ee Writing, 33; Undue Influence, 
216. 


Descent and Distribution—Advancement, 33, 361; 
Agreements, 106; Cancellation of Deed, 252; 
Contingent Remainder, 305; Prospective 
Heir, 33 


Disorderly Conduct—Breach of Promise, 196. 


Divorce—Abatement, 288; Abandonment, 195, 
288, Affirmative Relief, 269; Alimony, 106, 
178; Appeal and Error, 306, 341; Attorney 
Fee, 124; Cohabitation, 452; Collateral At- 
tack, 324; Community Property, 16, 452; Con- 
donation, 324; Connivance, 306; Contempt, 
306; Contingent Remainder, 341; Cruel 
Treatment, 16, 124, 433; Custody of Child, 
52, 70, 234, 252, 361, 398; Desertion, 252; 
Estoppel, 452; Evidence, 306; Indignity,- 252; 
Insanity, 16; Instructions, 452; Jurisdiction, 
34, 70, 234; Marriage Status, 52; Matri- 
monial Domicile, 452; Modification of De- 
cree, 252; Remarriage, 252; Res Judicata, 
398, 415; Separation from Bed and _ Board, 
124; Supersedeas, 196; Temporary Alimony, 
34; Vacating Judgment, 306, 


Domicile—Abandonment, 16; Acquiring, 433; 
Change of Residence, 415; Defined, 196; Resi- 
dence, 106, 452. 


Dower—Forfeiture, 88. 


Drains—Damages, 141; Diversion of water, 379; 
Drainage District, 452, 


Easements—Appurtenant, 106; Building Re- 
striction, 34; Burden of Proof, 452; Claim 
of Right, 379; Enlargement, 234; Estoppel, 
234; Implication, 288; Obstruction, 196; Plats, 
379: Prescription, 16; Revocation, 269; Right 
of ay, 288. 


Ejectment—Burden of Proof, 269; Defenses, 
178 


Elections—Ballot, 10; Constitutional Law, 34; 
Domicile, 70; Emblems, 124; Expenses, 433; 
Nominations, 415; Rejected Ballot, 16; Vot- 
ing Precincts, 234. 


Election of Remedies—Estoppel, 34; Inconsistent 
Rights, 124; Test of, 52. 





Electricity—Evidence, 415; Franchise, 70, 216; 
Highest Care, 341; Negligence, 159, 216, 361, 
452; Option, 106; Presumption, 416; Public 
Service Commission, 70. 


Embezzlement—Indictment, 196; Instructions, 
1; Variance, 34, 269. 


Eminent Domain—Abutting Owner, 88, 341; Ad- 
ditional Burden, 433; Attorney Fees, 234; 
Corporation, 196; Damages, 141, 216; Depreci- 
ation, 70; Due Process of Law, 234; Estop- 
pel, 34; Freeholder, 124; Highway, 141; In- 
junction, 34, 341; Jurisdiction, 216; Lawful 
Purpose, 88; Leasehold, 124; Legislative 
Question, 398; Market Value, 433; Public 
Use, 141, 234; Railroad, 178; Redemption, 380; 
Reduction of Damages, 416; Reservation to 
Owner, 106; Restrictions in Deeds, 88; Spe- 
cial Assessment, 216; Valuation, 341. 





Escape—Statutory Custody, 288. 


Equity—Amendment of Pleading, 234; Adminis- 
trator, 234; Bills and Notes, 159; Joinder of 
Parties, 88; Jurisdiction, 398; Parties, 70; 
Referee, 70; Remedy at Law, 106; Supple- 
mental Bill, 398; Taxation, 159. 


Estoppel—Acknowledgment, 288; Constructive 
Fraud, 398; Constructive Notice, 106; Con- 
tract, 52; Conversion, 252; Bona Fide Pur- 
chaser, 106; Deed, 141; Election, 124; Em- 
ployer’s Liability Act, 398; Evidence, 52, 90, 
196, 288, 433; Fraternal Association, 252; 
Inconsistency, 269; Jurisdiction, 159; Negli+ 
gence, 252; Precedence, 16; Promoter, 70; 
Ratification, 234; Reliance, 141, r 
Reliance on Statements, 34; Silence, 
399; Taxation, 159; Tax Collector, 433; Trus- 
oe er Verified Plea, 380; Widow’s Elec- 
ion, ‘ 


Evidence—Criminal Knowledge, 16; Presump- 
tion, 34, : 


Exchange of Property—Rescission, 252. 
Exchanges—Property Rights, 88. 


Execution—Fraud, 216; Injunction, 34; Leviable 
Interest, 252; Levy, 234, 


Executors and Administrators—Accounting, 399; 
Administration, 106; Banks and Banking, 
34; Bill of Sale, 159; Breach on Bond, 34; 
Business of Testators, 70; Claims, 234; Con- 
tinuing Business, 416; Direction b Will, 
380; Evidence, 399; Ejectment, 433; Expense, 
52; Foreign Administrator, 252; Homestead, 
399; Implied Power, 70; Joint Legacy, 380; 
Laches, 142; Opening Account, 159; Presen- 
tation of Claim, 52; Renunciation, 52; Set- 
tlement, 399, 416; Survey of Land, 452; Tax- 
ation, 196; Wills, 106. 


Exemption—Automobile, 252; — . 416; 
Horse, 70; Personal Privilege, 252; Waiver, 
433; Working Tools, 70. 


Explosives—Negligence, 178, 434; Ordinary Care, 
78; Proximate Cause, $61, 


Factors—Estoppel, 452; Parties to Action, 434; 
Ratification, 178. 


False Imprisonment—Damages, 234; Evidence, 
178; licious Prosecution, 434; Probable 
Cause, 216; Unlawful Arrest, 124, 252. 
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False Pretenses—Check, 142; Confidence Game, 
159; Forgery, 216; Indictment, 142; Princi- 
pal and Agent, 16. 


Fences—Acquiescénce, 
Ferries—Damages, 142. 

Foreign Corporations—Service, 159. 
Fish—Fishery Rights, 234; License, 269. 


Removability, ne & 


Fixtures—Life Estate, 341; 
3 rade 


24; Removal, 34; Reservation, 34; 
Fixtures, 306. 


Fraud—Burden of Proof, 70; Elements of, 16; 
Evidence, 34, 288; Honest Belief, 16; Liabil- 
ity, 196; Misrepresentation, 16, 88, 216, 234, 
399, 416; Opinion, 88, 270; Principal and 
Agent, 142; Representation, 324; Sales, 288; 
Scienter, 288; Statute of Limitations, 142. 


Frauds, Statute of—Collateral Agreement, 434; 
Conditional Sale, 252; Consideration, 324; 
Debt of Third Person, 306; Description, 288; 
Lease, 288; Memorandum, 434; Oral Con- 
tract, 196; Part Performance, 288; Perform- 
ance, 34, 71; Pleading, 270 Sufficiency of 
Writing, 416; Wills, 288. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—Bulk Sales Act, 142; 
Community weopetty. 252; Consideration, 71, 
416; Creditors efined, 380; Delivery, 179: 
Evidence, 452; Husband and Wife, 270, 306, 
452; Innocent Purchaser, 34; Liens, 88: 
Mingling Goods, 452; Possession, 52; Prefer- 
ence, 124; Reservation in Deed, 452; Waiv- 
er, 196; Wife's Separate Property, 434. 


Gaming—Bookmaking, 434; Evidence, 288; Fu- 
ture Sales, 142; General Reputation, 270; 
Indictment, 124; Recovery of Payment, 216. 


Contingent Liability, 
and Credit, 34; Principal 


Geraint ei. 71; 


Full Faith 
and Agent, 88. 


Gifts—Causa Mortis, 196; 5 ere 434; Inter 


Vivos, 416; Presumption, 


Good Will—Sale of, 16. 


Guaranty—Action on, 434; Condition, 216; Con- 
sideration, 306; ‘Continuing, 452; Deliv ery, 
88, Indemnity, "179; Limiting Liability, 289. 


Guertin and Ward—Appointment, 324; Custody 
f Child, 341; Jurisdiction, 452; Process, 196. 


Habeas Corpus—Appeal and Error, 252; Extradi- 
tion, 34; Modifying Order, 416; Parties, 324; 
Review, 399; Review of Judgment, 380. 


Highways—Automobile, 88; Contributory Negli- 
ence, 106, 179; Dedi cation, 124; Basement, 
41; Improvement, 124; Negligence, 160; 
Proximate Cause, "234; Rule of Road, 434; 
Special Damage, 416; Suit on Bond, 160; Un- 
registered Automobile, 252, 


es a nesoonment 124, 399. Assignment 
196; Equity, 324; Evidence, 62; Fee Sim- 

~ 7 Title, 124; ead of Family, 124: Yeeeah 
ance, 16; Joinder in Conveyances, 142; Judg- 





ment, 196; Occupancy, 434; Property Subject 
to, 34; Sale of, 34. 


Homicide—Dyin ng Declaration, 160; Evidence, 
6; Implied. Malice, 306; Instructions, 160; 
Fustiaentioe, 160; Motive, 306. 


Hospitals—Care of Child, 324; Patient, 252. 


Husband and aan hoe 324, 341; Agency 
of Wife, 196; Alienation of "Affections, 88, 
160, 179: Antenuptial Agreement, 399; Au- 
thority of Wife, 306; Cancellation of Deed, 
179; Common Law Marriage, : Com- 
munity Property, 17, 142, 306, 324, 361; Con- 
sortium, 17; Contracts, 380; "Desertion, 124; 
Equity, 306: Gift, 196; Guardian ad Litem, 
142; Holding Out, 361; Joinder of Husband, 
416; Joint iability, "106; Joint Recovery, 
216; Liability of Wife, 416: Safe Deposit, 399; 
Separate Property, 17, 34, 76, 196, 270, 341; 
Temporary Separation, 342: "Tort of ‘Wife, 
252; Wife’s Property, 34; Wite’s Wages, 289. 


Indemnity—Lex Loci Contractus, 52; Moral Duty, 
124; Municipal Corporations, 160. 


Indictment and Information—Evidence, 253; In- 
toxicating Liquors, 52; Perjury, 34; Vari- 
ance, 124; Wife Desertion, 216. 


Infants—Disaffirmance, 380; Guardian ad Litem, 
124; Jurisdiction, 399; Juvenile Court, 71, 
142; Necessaries, 71. 


Injunction—Accounting, 71; Building Restric- 
tion, 52; Contempt, 399; Covenants, 52; Dis- 
cretion, 71; Equity, 324; Tabor Union, 434; 
Libel and ‘Slander, 35; Pendente Lite, 380; 
Webb-Kenyon Act, 399. 


Innkeepers—Boarders, 179; Gratuitous  Bailee, 
124; Guests, 35, 253; Licensee, 53; Liens, 142, 
rk Limitation of Liability, 416; Regulation, 


Insane Persons—Appeal and Error, 142; Partial 
Insanity, 416. 


Insolvency—Preference, 142. 


Insurance—Acceptance of Policy, 253; Accident, 
88, 216, 270, 324, 399, 416; Accident Policy, 
ose; Action, 17, 197; Additional Insurance, 

270; Agency, 88 142, 196, 324; All Other 
Merchandise, 289; Application, 452; Ap- 
praisement, 35, 160, 416; Assignment, 160, 
342; Average Clause, 71; Bad Debts, 88: 
Beneficiary, 361; Benefit Certificate, 107; 
Benefit Society, 342; Bookkeeping, 35; 
Breach of Warranty 452; Burglary, 434; 
Cancellation of Policy, ’ 416; Change in 
Health, 399; Change > Interest, 234; Change 
of Beneficiary, 216, 361, 452 ; Change of Pos- 
session, Coinsurance, "306; Compliance 
with Stipulations, 324; Compromise, 217; 
Condition Precedent, 342; Construction, 88, 
306; Contract, 179, 196, 4 4i6; Date of Policy, 
253; Delivery of Policy, 324; Destruc- 
tion of Premises, 434; : D sability, 
179; Divorce Affects Interest, 28 Dou 
ble ency, 124; a ae Liability Pol- 
icy, 342; Estoppel, 0; Extension, 
196; False Representation, 53; Fistonte 142, 
289: ba Corporation, 197, 361; Forfeit- 
ure, 270; Fraternal Association, 160, 416; 

Foanes Benefits, 196, 342; Good Health, 
289; Illiterate Applicant, 289; Incontestabil- 
ity, 361; Indemnitor, Indemnity, 107, 
142; Imsurable Interest, 361; Intent, 380; 
Interference Clause, 289; Iron Safe Clause, 

179, 270, 361; Knowledge of Agent, 289; oe 
bility, 234, 342; Liability Insurnace, 416; 
iting Liability, 452; Material Rioreieate- 
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tion, 17, 142, 160; Medical Examination, 361; 
Misrepresentation, 124; Note for Premium, 
324; Notice of Accident, 53; Notice of In- 
jury, 160; Obvious Risk, 217; Parties to Ac- 
tion, 380; Place of Contract, 142; Policy, 
306; Preliminary Contract, 270; Premium 
Note, 53; Presumption of Death, 179: Proof 
of Death, 342; Proximate Cause, 142; Raise 
of Rates, 270; Reformation of Policy, 324; 
Regulation, 270; Removal of Suit, 71; Repre- 
sentation, 107; Rescission, 434; Reserve 
Fund, 270; Benefit Society, 17; State Regu- 
lation, 380; Stipulations, 35; Subrogation, 
89, Suicid e, 270; Suspension, 160; Unearned 
Premium, 179; Vested Right, 434, 452; 
Waiver, 89, 160, 197, 253, 306, 324, 342, 361, 
434, 452, 453. 


Interest—Judgment for Damages, 217. 


Intoxicating Stguete—Aleenes, 35; 
Proof, 53, 107, 160, 
Damages, 217; 


Burden of 
179, 196, 270, 434, 452; 
Druggisis, 324; Elections, 
306; Evidence, 107, 124, 142, 197, 270, 361, 
399, 416; Indictment and Information, 217, 
306, 417; Injunction, 434; Instructions, 342; 
Intent, 306, 399; Intrastate Shipment, 324; 
Islands, 53; Licenses, 142, 197, 307 2 - 
cal Option, 53; Nuisance, 270, 380; Ordi- 
nance, 160; Peace Bond, 434; Possession as 
Evidence, 342, 380, 399; Presumption, 362; 
Prohibition, 253; Prosecution, 125; Regula- 
tion, 253; Remonstrance, 142; Sale to Minor, 
160; Statutory Violation, 53: Storing, 270; 
Suit on Bond, 324; Trick or Device, 399, 417; 
Unlawful Manufacture, 197; Unlawful Pos- 
session, 307; Unlawful Transportation, 235. 


tte asta nas 197; Foreclosure, 
id. 


Judges—Disqualification, 89. 


Judgment—Default, 89; Discretion, 71; 


Full 
Faith and Credit Clause, 89. 


Landlord and Tenant—Abandonment, 53, 107, 179, 
4; Crops, 53; Damages, 125; Election of 
Remedy, 417; Estoppel, 160; Eviction, 35, 71, 
125, 235; Evidence, 217; Fraud, 179; Freez- 
ing of Pipes, 380; Hol din Over, 160, 325; 
Income Tax, 380; Latent efect, 197, 289; 
Lease, 434; Lease, 160, 270; License, 4134; 
Lodger, 143; Negligence, 434; Net Rental, 
160; Nuisance, 17, 453; Notice of Termina- 
tion, 434; Option, 235; as 253; Priv- 
ileged Statement, 307: Public Policy, 235; 
Quiet weer ment ; Re-entry, 270 Re- 
pairs, 125, a 263. a5. 435; Sale of Prem- 
ises, 89; Set. oom, 342; Surrender, 362; Taxes, 
197; Tender, 217; Unforeseen Accident, 342; 
Unlawful Purpose, 89; Waste, 380. 


Larceny—Bailor, 253; Description of Property, 
235; Evidence, 253; Intent, 253; Loan, 453; 
Possession, 235; Sale and Purchase, 89; Vari- 
ance, 2365. 


Libel and Slander—Actionable Per Se, 435; Can- 
didate, 217; Criminal Libel, 217; Defamatory 
Character, 217; Evidence, 17, 35 ; Innuendo, 
307; Libel Per Se 142, 179, 235, 362, 453; 
Mental Distress, 307; Mitigation, 125;' Miti- 
gation of Damages, 53; Newspaper *Publi- 
cation, 107; Nuisance, 17; Oral Utterance, 
453; Privilege, 107; Punitive Damages, 417; 
Shipment by Carrier, 435; Slander, 235; 
— Per Se, 453; Telegraphic Message, 


Licensee—Negligence, 89. 


a ys 179; Canvassers, 289; 
hicles: 288; Pi A eee oto? Tre as = 

> TO. on, adin 5 

71; Vehicles, 453. ucciede 





iat eto 89; Particular Fund, 197; Statu- 
tory Construction, 107. 


Life Estate—Improvement, 325; Waste, 17. 


Limitation of Actions—Accrual of Cause of Ac- 
tion, 380; Amendment, 417; Delay, 380; 
Pleading, 71. 


Lis Pendens—Cloud on Title, 89. 


ene Property—Damages, 325; Royalties, 


cineey Stable and Garage Keepers—Conversion, 
179. 


Logs and Logging—Sale, 197. 
Lotteries—Coupon Tickets, 380. 


Malicious Prosecution—Probable Cause, 89, 125, 
253, 380. 


Mandamus—Action, 342; Administrative Duty, 
Admission to Office, 417; Appeal and 
Error, 453; Board of Administration 342; 
Cancellation, 125; Certiorari, 235; County 
Officer, 107; Custom, 160; Discretion, 35, 143, 
362; Discretionary Duty, 325; Distinguished 
from Suit, 435; Dut imposed by Law, 17; 
Election Official, 38 Elections, 435; Elec- 
tors, 380; Evidence, baz, 453; Inspection of 
Corporate Books, 380; Issuance of Bonds, 
435;.Ministerial Duty, 342, 362; Official Acts, 
143; Pleading, 53; Quo Warranto. 380; Rem- 
edy, 381; Street ‘Assessment, 16 Taxation, 
235, 399; Tender, 53; Writ of Error, 342. 


Divorce, 253; 


Marriage—Annulment, 160, 362; 
Holding Out, 381; Lllicit Cohabitation 160; 


Infant, 453; Presumption, 17, 325; Statu- 


tory Construction, 160 


Master and Servant—Accident, 17, 161 ey Sate 
in Emergency, 381; Agency, 53; Assi gn- 
ment of Claim, 435; Assumption, 35; qs 
sumption of Risk, 17, 53, 125, 143, 161, 197, 
217, 289, 325, 417, 435, | 463; Automobiles, 
381; Beginning of Relation, 17; Casual 
Employment, 307; Common Law Liability, 
325; Compensation, 325; Contract for Ser- 
vices, 270; Contributory Negligence, 07, 
161, 235, 417, 399; Convicts, 71; Course ry 
Employment, 125, 161, 235, 289, 307, 

399, 325, 417; Employer’s Liabilit 
125, 235; Delegable ye da 270; 
89; Deviation, 289; Duty to Public, 435; 
Elevator, 197; Emplo yet, 270; Employ - 
ment of Physician, 2 Evidence, 35, 217 
False Imprisonment, O38; Laborer, 
417; Fellow Servant, 53, ‘97. 363; Guarding 
Machinery, 71; Hazardous Em loyment, 
197, 217, 235; Hearsay Evidence, 325; Hours 
of Service Act, 381; Husband and ife, 89; 
Imputable Negli epee. 125; Independent 
Contractor, 71, 325, 453; Infant, 64; In- 
spection, 179, 271, Witt Instructin 'Em- 
ploye, 107; Interstate Commerce 1, 400; 
Intoxication, 161; Jurisdiction, 271; Lessee, 
53; Medical Attention, 235; Minor, 342; Neg 
ligence, 125, 381, 417; Non-Delegabl e Duty, 
107; Pleadi ng, met; ppreum tion, 161, 417; 
Protection oyes, 71; ’Proximate 
Cause, 35, 197, 325" Be. Public ‘Service Cor- 
ration, 381; Ratification wn Reliance on 
i $17; Rel lease, 417; 
Relief Department, 97 235; Relief 
Relief Society, Remote 
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Appliance Act, 217, 435; Satisfaction 
Contract, 453; Scope of Employment, 289; 
Statutory Negligence, 271; Subcontractor, 
125;*‘Submission to Operation, 417; Totally 
Disabled, 235; Unsafe Place, 197; Vice- 
Principal, 435; Violation of Statute, 35; 
Warning, 89, 179, 253, 381, 435; Willfui Mis- 
conduct, 342; Workmen's Com mpensation Act, 
17, 35, 53, 89 , 125, 143, 161, 179, 197, 217, 235, 
271, 289, 307, 325, 342, 343, 381, 400, 417, 453; 
Wrongful Discharge, 125, 236, 32 5. 


Mechanics’ Liens—Assumption, 71: Building 
Contractor, 71; Building Contracts, 17; Elec- 
tion of Remedy, 161; Estoppel, 17; Furnish- 
ing Material, 325; Materialman, 161; Per- 
fected Lien, 71; Pleading and Practice, 161. 


- 


Mines and Minerals—Defeasible Conveyance, 
362; Implied Covenant, 217; Lease, 289, 435; 
Oil and Gas Lessee, 362; Partnership, 307; 
Waiver, 180; Royalties, 107. 


Monopolies—Abrogation of, 17; Patents, 453; 
Restraint of Trade, 253, 435. ° 


Mortgages—Administration of Estate, 307; Ad- 
vertisement for Sale, 253; Assumption of 
Debt, 235, 253; Community Property, 35; 
Crops Unharvested, 381; a a. 417: 
Deed, 271, 435; Deficiency, 17, uress, 
325; Election, 307; Foreclosure, oe "143, 180, 
381; Illegality, 71; Injunction, 289; Interest 
Coupons, 289; Mechanics’ Lien, 381; Mental 
Capacity, 400; Mortgagee, 89; Parties to 
Foreclosure, 325; Payment, 271; Redemption, 
72; Release, 326; Removal of Crop, 35; Re- 
strictive Agreement 435; Security, 54; Sub- 
stituted Deed 53; Supplementary Judg- 
ment, 253. 


Munitost Corporations—Abutting Owner, 54; 
Acceptance of Street, 435; Action, 362; ‘arch- 
itect, 198; Automobiles, 362, 400; Bonds, 198; 
Cemeteries, 289; Civil Service, 143; Competi- 
tive, 89; Contract of Labor, 161; Contribu- 
tary Negligence, 161, 400; Criminal Law, 
417; Damages, 290; Defective Sidewalk, 18; 
Emergency, 217; Estoppel, 180, 253; 'Evi- 
dence, 343; Extending Limits, 89; Extraor- 
dinary Care, 453; Extra Work, 343: Fraud, 
161; Governmental Function, 125; Highway, 
oer jagueme Negligence, 271; incorporat- 
ng. Town, 89; Infant, 453; Injunction, 35, 
Jitneys, 198; Liberty, 143; License, 453; 
teh for Taxes, 271; Liquidated Demand, 
343; Streets and Highways, 89; Negligence, 
107, 143, 217, 253, 453; Negligence Per Se, 
161; Notice, 35; Notice Imputed, 290; Nui- 
sance, 161; Officers, 400; Ordinance, is, 54, 
143, 161, 218 253; Ordinary Care, 107; Pedes- 
trian, 253, $71; Pensions, 418; Police Offic- 
ers, 180; Presumption, 161; Public High- 
ways, 161; Public: Improvement, 343, 381; 
Repeal of Charter, 271; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 
218; Respondeat Superior, 125; Right of 
Way, 271; Rules of Road, 72; Special Assess- 
ment, 54, 89, 271, 326, 453; Spectator of Race, 
418; Statutory Violation, 453; Street Im- 
provement, 125; Streets and Highways, 107; 
Streets and Sidewalks, 435; Taxation, 198, 
435; Taxicab, 198; Traffic Regulations, 435; 
Trees on Street, 417; Trespass, 18; Ultra 
Vires, 271; Water Supply, 454; Workmen's 
Conpensation Act, 435. 


Names—Adoption, 18; Idem Sonans, 18, 362. 


Reyigests Waters—Levees, 72; Obstruction, 290; 
alae Rights, 90; ‘Test of Navigability, 


‘niiiliaiseced th wtttilatiinin 326; Attractive Nui- 
sance, 180; Child, . Contributory Negli- 


gence, 143, 271; Contributory, 72; Dangerous 
Instruments, 454; Evidence, 326; Federal 
Employer's Liability Act, 125; Humanitar- 





ian Doctrine, 253; Imputability, 218, 253, 435; 
Instructions, 343; Licensee, 161; Pleadings, 
72, 126, 307; Principal and "Agent, 435; Pre- 
sumption 307; Proximate Cause, 454; Reduc- 
tion of amages, 362; Res Ipsa Loquitur, 
400; Statutory Negligence, 307; Subcontrac- 
tor, 161; Ultimate Purchaser, 143; Volun- 
tary Intoxication, 381. 


Neutrality Laws—Conspiracy, 307. 


Hovation—hasitional Security, 218; Estoppel, 
307; Evidence, 72, 107; Promise, 143. 


Nuisance—Abatement, 218; Equity, 35; Inciden- 
tal Annoyance, 436; Independent Tortfeas- 
ors, 307; Offense to Morals, 343; Ordinary 
Comfort, 254. 


Obstructing Justice—Levy by Officer, 161; Ordi- 
nance, 254. 


Officers—Appointing Power, 107; Civil Service, 
326; Negligence, 454. 


Parent and Child—Criminal Law, 307; Custody, 
180; Emancipation, 35, 143; Imputable Neg- 
ligence, 90; Negligence, "144; Services of 
Child, 307, 326; Statutory Construction, 362; 
Stepfather, 271. 


Partition—Action, 326; Adverse Claim, 326; 
Creditors, 290; Evidence, 35; Parties, 18; 
Parties to Action, 362; Parties to Suit, 90; 
Ratification, 254. 


Partnership—Accounting, 162, 272; Bankruptcy, 
180; Burden of Proof, 307; Confidence Be- 
tween Partners, 381; Estoppel, 436; Evi- 
dence, 218; Fraudulent Conveyance, 162; 
Good Will, 436; Purchase by Partner, 198; 
Test of, 36, 436. 


Party Walls—Joint Interest, 436. 


Patents—<Accounting, 18; Evidence, 18; General 
Public, 36; Infringement, 54; Novelty, 72; 
Patent Rights, 54; Rights Under, ; 


Payment—Burden of Proof, 236; Duress, 454; 
Mistake, 144; Recovery, 18, 


Penalties—Repeal of Statute, 107. 
Perjury—Affidavit, 90; Materiality, 254. 


Perpetuities—Devise, 144; Invalidity, 436; Rea- 
er Restriction, 418; Rule, 343; Trusts, 


Physicians and Surgeons—Advertising Profes- 
sion, 308; Evidence, 254; Compensation, 144; 
License, 254, 454; Kestigence, 343; Practice 
of Medicine, 308, 436, 454. 


Pledges—Burden of Proof, 418; Delivery, 290. 


Post-Office—Decoy Letters, 72;. Lottery, 36; 
Scheme to Defraud, 90. 


Principal and Agent—Commission, 198; Dis- 
charge, 72; Estoppel, 326; Evidence, 18, 162, 
272, 326, 343; Husband and Wife, 343; Im- 
eee Authority, 254, 381; Liability, 254; Lia- 

ility of Agent, 326; Misappropriation, 72; 
Notice to Agent, ws oe of Attorney, 
362; a ame + To 3; Presumption of 
Knowledge, 272 Ratification, 218; Scope of 
Agency, 108, 362; Scope of ‘Authority, 108, 
218; Secret Instructions, 90; Statements by 
Agent, 36; Subcontractor, 108. 
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Principal and Surety—Commercial Surety, 326; 
Contribution, 218, 308; Defalcation, 454; Dis- 
charge, 343; Evidence, 180; Equity, 308; 
Indorsement, 308; Insolvency, 272; Notice, 
180; Notice of Loss, 90; Presumption, 454; 
Release of Surety, 90, 236, 254; Stipulation, 
348; Strict Construction, 126. 


Private Roads—Licensees, 308. 


Quo Warranto—Ouster, 454; Special Interest, 


362; Title to Office, 90 


Railroads—Contributory Negligence, 54, 126, 
198, 272, 418; Crossing, 72, 126, 362; Dedica- 
tion, 418; Evidence, 36, 362; Exclusive Use, 
308; Fencing Tract, 198; Humanitarian Doc- 
trine, 236; Instructions, 162, 218; Interurban 
Railway, 272; Last Clear Chance, 18, 162, 400; 
License, 362; Licensee, 126, 198; ok and 
Listen, 36, 90, 272, 308, 418; Negligence, 54, 
308, 326, 363; Nuisance, 18; Ordinary Care, 
18, 290; Pleading, 72; Police Power, 180, 236; 
Proximate Cause, 363; Receivers, 343; Recip- 
rocal Duty, 272; Safety Appliances, 144; 
Separate Accommodations, 418; Service of 
Summons, 162; Setting Out Fire, 108, 144, 
272; Shade Trees, 454; Statutory Construc- 
tion, 308; Statutory Duty, 343; Statutory 
Violation, 454; Stop and Listen, 54; Tres- 
pagers. 18, 126, 236, 254, 436, 454; Warning, 
108. 


Receivers—Actions, 126; Apportionment, 363; 
Assignee, 218; Distribution, 18; Insolvency, 
108; Priority, 218. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—Instructions, 236. 
Records—Registration, 198. 


Release—Covenant Not to Sue, 326; Evidence, 
363; Federal Employer’s Liability Act, 454; 
Fraud, 236; Joint Bond, 72; Joint Wrong- 
doer, 290; Misrepresentation, 180; Rescis- 
sion, 36; Reservation, 126. 


Religious Societies—Condition Subsequent, 108. 
Remainders—Life Tenant, 418. 


Removal of Causes—Constitutional Law, 381. 


Replevin—Directed Verdict, 381; Evidence, 36; 
Return of Property, 54; Variance, 381; 
Waiver, 180. 


Rewards—Officer, 290. 


Robbery—Instruction, 126. 


Sales—Acceptance, 108, 144, 343; Bill of Lading, 
; Conditional Sales, 72, 290; Contract, 218, 

272, 400; Countermand, 36; Damages, 18, 
290: Defenses, 198; Delivery, 72, 126, 381; 
Description of Property, 18; Election of 
Remedy, 272; Estoppel, 236; Evidence, 180, 
218; Executory Contract, 308; Express War- 
ranty, 236, 343; Failure of Consideration, 

; 326; Gambling Transactions, 436; 
Goods to Be Manufactured, 218; Implied 
Agreement, 382; Implied Promise, 343, 363; 
Implied Warranty, 218, 343; Laches, 90; In- 
stallation, 418; Misrepresentation, 308; Mis- 
take in Telegram, 218; Notice to Seller, 162; 


Opinion, 144; Option, 343; Passing 
of Title, 72; Reasonable Time, 382; 
Reconsideration, 400; Resale, 72; Res- 
cission, 144, 308, 326; Reservation 





of Title, 436; Selection from Mass, 254: 
Sole Cause, 198; Tender, 290; Title, 400, 436; 
Transfer of Title, 272; Waiver, 108, 236, 254, 
272, 343; Warranty, 108, 363, 436; Worthless 
Goods, 290. 


Searches and Seizures—Evidence, 108. 


Sedugtine—Convebeantian, 198, 236; Evidence, 


Set-Off and Counterclaim—Different Contracts, 
36; Pleading, 198. 


Specific Performance—Action, 418; Compliance, 
254; Consideration, 436; Cross-Complaint, 
290; Equity, 144, 180, 344; Incorporeal Inter- 
est, 344; Indefiniteness, 344; Instructions, 
126; Interest, 400; Interstate Commerce, 54; 
Lease, 108; Merchantable Title, 363; Mis- 
leading Statements, 36; Option, 218, 344, 436; 
Oral Agreement, 344; Parties to Action, 144, 
363; Part Performance, 90, 363; Pleading, 
126; Right of Action, 272, 308; Statute of 
Frauds, 180; Subsequen Conditions, 400: 
Tender, 144; Wills, 326, 


States—Private Capacity, 236. 
Statute of Frauds—Original Promise, 90. 


Statutes—Construction, 54, 126, 436; Hours of 
Service, 382; Interpretation, 400; Sufficiency 
of Title, 144. 


Street Railroads—<Action, 236; Assumption =§ of 
Risks, 198; Contributory. Negligence, 382; 
Evidence, 254; Height of Wires, 290; In- 
structions, 382; Last Clear Chance, 454; Neg- 
ligence, 72, 254, 272, 454; Ordinance, 418; 
Pedestrian, 90; Proximate Cause, 18; Safety 
Appliance, 180; Speed Ordinance, 36. 


Subrogation—Assumption of Mortgage, 36; Con- 
tract, 363, 382; Defined, 272; New Security, 
363; Reimbursement, 162; Surety, 54, 254, 
344; Volunteer, 144. 


Sunday—Contract, 126; Labor, 308; Public 
Sports, 162; Statutory Construction, 436. 


Taxation—Assessment, 236, 454; Board of Equal- 
ization, 272; Collateral Inheritance Tax, 344; 
Collection of Tax, 218; Corporation, 36; De- 
linquent Taxes, 36; Due Process of Law, 
108; Equalization, 198; Estoppel, 108; Ex- 
emption, 90; Gross Earnings, 400; Inherit- 
ance Tax, 400; Injunction, 218; Parties to 
Action, 144; Pleading, 54; Tax Deed, 108; 
by Levy, 344; Tax Sales, 126; Valuation, 


Telegraphs and Telephones—Common _ Carrier, 
162; Constitutional Law, 308; Discontinu- 
ance of Service, 418; Evidence, 90, 436; Il- 
legal Purpose, 218; Joint Use, 436; Jury, 198; 
Messenger, 198; i 18, 218; Notice, 
54; Public Utility, 162; Punitive Damages, 
138; ee. ae% BR nn ret Rescission, 

; Rules an egulations, 344; Stipulation, 
180; Waiver, 162," - ” 


Tenancy in Common—Conversion, 236; Evidence, 
ass’ Partition, 90, 363; Quitclaim, 36; Waste, 


Tender—Plea of, 363; Refusal to Accept, 54. 


Time—Computation, 36. 
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Torts—Attorney and Client, 180. 


Trade Marks and Trade Names—Exclusive 
Rights, 344; Unfair Competition, 144. 


Trade Unions—Damages, 126; Suspension, 454. 


Trespass—Blasting Operations, 363; Justifica- 
tion, 454. 


Trover and Conversion—Damages, 218, 454; 
Election of Remedy, 272; Evidence, 290; 
Instructions, 36; Sale on Credit, 254; Value 
of Property, 54. 


Trusts—Active Trust, 363; Confidential Rela- 
tion, 218, 400; Constructive ‘Trusts, 72; 
Equity, 418; Estoppel, 418; Executory Limi- 
tation, 326; Implied Trusts, 180; Joinder of 
Parties, 236; Joint Stock ‘Association, 326; 
Parol Agreement, 344; Passive Trust, 126; 
Spendthrift, 18; Tracing Fund, 36; Trustee 
ex Maleficio, 418; Trustees, 382; Wills, 198. 


Turnpikes and Toll Roads—Obstruction, 418. 


United States—Extension, 198, 


eee eerie 18; Mistake, 180; Void Deed, 
126. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Condition Precedent, 
144; Constructive, 36; Contract, 326, 344; 
Election of Remedy, 290; Equitable Inter- 
est, 236; Escrow, 162; Estoppel, 382; Evi- 
dence, 382; Executory Contract, 363; Fraud, 
18, 144; Improvements, 290; Innocent Pur- 
chaser, 382; Insanity, 418; Installments of 
Purchase Money, 308; License, 363; Lien, 
108; Marketable Title, 36, 162; Material Mis- 
representation, 418; More or Less, 254; No- 
tice, 144, 218, 272, 363; Place of Contract, 
90; ‘Possession, 72; Presumption, 54; Record, 
363; Rescission, 363, 418; Specific Perform- 
ance, 54, 382; Stipulation, 64; Title, 290; 
Vesting of Title, 236; Waiver, 400. : 





Warehouseman—Bailment, 363; Milling Com- 
pany, 290. 


Waters and Water Courses—Abandonment, 400; 
Change of Course, 162; Boundaries, 144; 
Burden of Proof, 308; Corporation, 344; 
Covenant, 108; Diversion, 382; Dominant 
Tenement, 54; Easement, 308, 382; Extraor- 
dinary Flood, 90; Injunction, 308, 436; Irri- 
gation, 454; Negligence, 254; Pollution, 382; 
Public Interest, 436; Rates, 162; Surface 
Water, 236; Water Rights, 54. 


Weapons—Negligence, 218. 


Wills—After Acquired Property, 36; Agreement 
to Make, 236; Alternate Bequest, 436; Be- 
quest, 344; Bodily Issue, 108; Burden of 
Proof, 382; Children, 218; Codicil, Hot Con- 
struction, 18, 36, 72, 180, 198, 308, Con- 
test, 382; Contingency, 108; ‘Contingent Re- 
mainder, 363; Contract, 344; Devise, 108, 344; 
Defeasible Fee, 126, 382; Disinheriting 
Heir, 290; Dower, 382; Duplicate Bequest, 
290; Election, 236; Estoppel, 144; Evidence, 
272, 344; Gift, 272; Governing Law, 108; 
Heirs, 36; ‘-Husband’s Election, 162; Identi- 
fying Beneficiary, 454; Implication, 18; In- 
tent, 180, 382; Interlineations, 72; Issue, 180; 
Lapsed Legacy, 308, 344; Latent Ambiguity, 
454; Legacy, 382; Legal Heirs, 162; Life Es- 
tate, 54, 90, 108, 126; Life Tenant, 382; Limi- 
tation in Rcomeae 344; Limitations, 108; Mu- 
‘tual Wills, 326; Parol Evidence, 108; Per- 
petuity, 144; ee Enjoyment, 363; 
Power of Appointment, 108; Power of Depo- 
sition, 344; a ge 90, 126; Publication, 
144; Religious Use, 436; Remainder, 54; Re- 
pugnancy, 180; HR 290; Restric- 
tion on Alienation, 90; Signature, 108; Spe- 
cific Legacy, 290; Specific Performance, 363; 
Statute of Distributions, 344; Subsequent 
Will, 36; Survivorship, 254, 382; Tenancy in 
Common, 326. 


Witnesses—Admissibility, 72; Competency, 126, 
162, 290, 436; Credibility, 180, 436; Cross-Ex- 
amination, 72, 90, 180; Husband and Wife. 
436; Impeachment, 290, 36. 


Work and Labor—Infant, 144. 
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COLUMBIA, 


WASHINGTON. 
Archer & Smith. 
John S. Barbour. 
Octave Bigoness. 
R. B. B. Chew, Jr. 
J. C. Flournoy. 
Henry M. Foote. 
Chas. H. Hemans. 


Raymond M. Hudson, 


Hon. Edwin A. 
Krauthoff. 
Melville Church. 
Blaine Coppinger. 
—_. W. E. Chand- 


er 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
W. C. Sullivan. 
Britton & Gray. 
Chapin Browne. 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Geo. C. Gertman. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Leckie, Cox & 
Kratz. 
E. H. McLachlen. 
W. F. Norris. 
F. S. Paladini. 
Robert Proctor. 
Herbert A. Simon. 
Hon. Thos. Sterling. 
J. M. McLachlen. 
J. C. Robertson. 
Jas. W. Shea. 
J. W. Staggers. 
Philip Walker. 


FLORIDA. 


5SARTOW. 
H. K. Olliphant., 


BRANFORD. 
Cc. C. Howell. 


COCOA, 
Gus C. Edwards. 


DE LAND. 


Ralph S. Bauer. 
Murray Sams._ 
Stewart & Bly. 


DE FUNIAK. 


SPRINGS. 
A. G. Campbell. 
Daniel Campbell & 
Son. 


FORT OGDEN. 
Cc. C. Morgan. 


GAINESVILLE. 


J. C. Adkins. 
Clark & Clark. 





JACKSONVILLE. 
Gary W. Alexander. 
A. C. Arnold. 
Carter & McCollum. 
J. C. Cooper, Jr. 

BE. J. L. Engle. 

Cromwell Gibbons. 

Kay, Doggett & 
Smith. 

Miles W. Lewis. 

R. B. Moseley. 

J. N. Morris. 

Carl Noble. 

P. H. Odom. 


LAKELAND. 


J. H. Peterson. 
Spencer & Spencer. 


LIVE OAK. 
A. E. Leslie. 


MARIANNA. 


Will H. Price. 
t H. Finch. 
B. L. Solomon. 


MIAMI. 


Atkinson & Burdine. 
A Rose. 


OCALA. 


R. L. Anderson. 
M. L. Mershon. 


ORLANDO. 


Dickinson & Dickin- 
son. 

Cc. B. Robinson. 

Massey & Warlow. 


PALATKA. 


A. H. Odom. 
J. V. Walton. 


PANAMA CITY. 
J. H. Clancey. 


PENSACOLA. 
Chas. W. Girdle- 
stone. 
Maxwell. 


W. B. Sheppard. 
W. L. Zachary. 


PERRY. 
W. B. Davis. 


SANFORD. 
A. K. Powers. 


ST. AUGUSTINE. 


S. W. Bassett, Jr. 
Geo. W. Jackson. 


TALLAHASSEE. 
T. F. West. 


TAMPA. 
Maxwell Baxter. 
E. J. Binford. 
J. W. Frazier. 
Horace C. Gordon. 
ae NES & Pette- 


“ 

K. YcKay. 

Cc. BP Parkhill. 
Cres Phillips. 

J. Watson, Jr. 
s. v. Ray. 





GEORGIA. 


ALBANY. 


F. I. Dovell. 
B. F. Manning. 


AMERICUS. 
J. A. Hixon. 
G. R. Ellis. 


ASHBURN. 


A. S. Bussey. 
James H. Pate. 


ATHENS. 


Cobb & Irwin. 
J. J. Strickland. 


ATLANTA. 
Robert C. Alston. ° 
Dorsey, Brewster, 


Howell & Heyman. 
Smith, Hammond & 
Smith. 
James L. Key. 
Albert E. Mayer. 
Cc. L. Pettigrew. 
Cc. B. Rosser, Jr. 
Geo. B. Rush. 
Alex W. Stephens. 
Basil Stockbridge. 
W. D. Thomson. 
Geo. Westmoreland. 


AUGUSTA. 
Emory Cason. 
Cc. H. & R. S. Cohen. 
Wm. H. Fleming. 
T. S. Lyons. 


BAINBRIDGE. 
T. S. Hawes. 


BLAKELEY. 
Lowrey Stone. 


CAMILLA. 
Peacock & Gardner. 


CLARKESVILLE. 
J. C. Edwards & Son. 


COLUMBUS. 
Howell Hollis. 


CORDELE. 
F. G. Boatwright. 


LTOUGLAS. 
R. A: Moore. 


FAIRBURN. 
Oscar Parker. 


GAINESVILLE. 
A. C. Wheeler. 


GREENVILLE. 
R. A. McGraw. 


LAFAYETTE. 
Norman Shattuck. 


MACON. 
Walter T. Johnson. 
R. C. Jorgen. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
W. J. Wallace. 





MONTICELLO. 
Greene F. Johnson. 


MONROE. 
Orrin Roberts. 


ROME. 
John H. Reece. 


ROYSTON. 
Sam B. Swilling. 


SAVANNAH. 

S. B. Adams. 

Henry C. Cunning- 
ham. 

Garrard & Gazan, 

Wm. R. Leaken 

Geo, W. Hall. 

Jos. J. McCarthy. 

Peter W. aaa 

F. A. Morg 

oa. Hartridge 
& Wrigh 

Osborne & ee 
rence. 

Geo. W. Owens. 

T. P. Ravenel. 

Wm. B. Stephens, 

W. B. Stubbs. 


STATESBORO. 
G. S. Johnston. 


SYLVANIA. 
A. B. Lovett. 


SW AINSBORO. 
Saffold & Jordan. 


THOMASVILLE. 
Cc, E. Hay. 


WASHINGTON. 
J. A. B. Mahaffey. 


WAYCROSS. 


J. D. Blalock. 
Parker & Walker. 
Parks & Ree 
Wilson & Bennett. 
Harry M. Wilson. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


HONOLULU. 
Wm, T. Carden. 
Thompson, Milyer- 
ton & Cathcart. 


KAHULI. 
E. R. Bevins. 


IDAHO. 


AMERICAN FALLS. 


Oo. R. Baum. 
Wm. J. Travis. 


BOISE CITY. 
T. C. Coffin. 
Raymond - aaman. 
Ss. L. Hod 
Geo. C. ~ 
Chas. F. Koelsch. 
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BOISE CITY. 


Kare Paine. 
J. T. Pence. 
Richards & Haga. 


BONNERS FERRY. 
B. Sinclair. 


BURLEY. 


Cc. A. Johnson. 
Ss. T. Lowe. 


CALDWELL, 


Owen M. Van Duyn. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Devaney & Carter. 


COUNCIL. 
L. L. Burtenshaw. 


GOODING 
A. F. James. 


IDAHO CITY. 
D. L. Rhodes. 


IDAHO FALLS. 
Geo. W. Edginton. 


LEWISTON. 


James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Daniel Needham. 


OAKLEY. 
W. L. Dunn. 


ORIFINO. 
Wm. J. Hannah. 


POCATELLO. 
J. B. Bacon, 


REXBURG. 
T. W. Smith. 


SAND POINT. 


John M. Flynn. 
E. E. Wheelan. 
G. H. Martin. 


TWIN FALLS. 


Henry C. Scranton. 
Arthur W. Ostrom. 


ILLINOIS. 


AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler. 
Peffers & Wing. 


BELLEVILLE. 

Hon. Geo. A. Crow. 
BELVIDERE. 

P. H. O'Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
Barry & Morrissey. 
De Mange, Gillespie 

& De Mange. 





CAIRO. 


Gee B. Baker. 
J. R. Pilaut. 


CARLYLE. 
Hugh V. Murray. 


CARTHAGE. 
Charles J. Scofield. 
Hartzell & Cav- 
anaugh, 


CHICAGO. 
E. A, Aborn. 
Samuel Adams. 
Edmund D. Adcock. 
Alden, Latham & 
Young. 


. & Ashcraft. 


B. M. Bernstein. 
Frank H. Bicek. 
E. R. Bliss, Jr. 
F. L. Boyd. 

Paul Carpenter. 

. A. Connell. 
Aug. Binswanger. 
Buell & Abbey. 
Axel Chytraus. 
*. S. Cummings. 
Thos. Dent. 
Herman Fran 
Timothy J. Pell. 
Milton Foreman. 
Louis M, Greeley. 
Henry M. Hagan. 
Andrew |Humme- 

land. 

C. N. Leach. 
Frederick Lobell. 
Loesch, Scofield & 

Loesch. 

Jas. C. McMath. 
John §S. Miller. 
Perry Patterson. 

F. Wiehe. 
Joseph A. MclIner- 

ney. 
James C. McShane. 
A. W. Martin. 
M. A. Mergentheim. 
Edwin A. Munger. 
F. P. Read. 
F. S. Rickcords. 
Rosenthal & 

amill. 

H. A. Scandrett. 
John L. Shortall. 
Martin Watrous. 
Harris F. Williams. 
Winston, Payne & 

Strawn. 
Vv. D. Wyman. 


CLINTON. 
E. B. Mitchell. 


DANVILLE. 
Dwyer & Dwyer. 


DECATUR. 
James S. Baldwin, 


LWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 


E. ST. LOUIS. 


Kramer, Kramer & 
Campbell. 

J. R. McMurdo, 

‘Wm. T. Borders. 

Cc. B. Thomas. 


EDWARDSVILLE. 


Williamson, Bur- 
roughs & Ryder. 


ELIZABETHTOWN. 
James A. Watson. 





EVANSTON. 
Robt. H. Gault. 


FAIRFIELD. 


Boggs, Boggs & 
Heidinger. 


FREEPORT. 
I. P. Gassman. 


FULTON. 
c. C. McMahon. 


HARRISBURG. 
M. S. Whitley. 


HUTSONVILLE. 
Thos. H. Sheridan. 


JACKSONVILLE, 


Wm. H. Hairgrove. 

Edward J. Kirby. 

Wilson & Brock- 
house. 


JERSEYVILLE. 
W. J. Chapman. 


JOLAET. 
John Barton 
Mecham. 


KANKAKEE. 
Smith & Marcotte. 


MACOMB. 


Vose & Creel. 
Chas. I. Imes. 


MATTOON. 
Andrews & Vause. 
Bryan H. Tivnen. 


MOUND CITY. 
Geo. E. Martin. 


MONMOUTH. 


J. B. Brown. 
R. J. Grier. 


MT. STERLING. 
Warren McNeff. 


OAKLAND. 
Frank C. Winkler. 


OAK PARK. 
Ross C. Hall. 


OTTAWA. 
Owen Anderson. 
Jas. J. Conway. 


PEKIN. 


Prettyman, Velde & 
Prettyman. 
Wm. A. Potts. 


PEORIA. 
Henry C. Fuller. 


PINCKNEYVILLE. 
W. O. Edwards. 


PITTSFIELD. 
Ray Anderson. 


RANTOUL. 
Jas. F. Clark, 








ROCKFORD. 
A. D. Early. 
Cc. W. Ferguson. 
Hon, A. H. Frost. 
B. A. Knight. 
Robt. Rew. 


ROCK ISLAND. 


Jackson, Hurst & 
Stafford. 


SPRINGFIELD. 


E. L. Chapin. 

T. W. Hoopes. 

T. L. Jarrett. 
Clarence A. Jones. 
Hon. P. J. Lucey. 
Edw. Pree. 

Wm. B. Risse. 

J. H. Rockwell. 


STREATOR. 
Wm. H. Boys. 
Arthur H. Shay. 


SYCAMORE. 
John Faissler. 


TAYLORVILLE. 
Provine & Provine. 


WAUKEGAN. 


Cook, Pope & Pope. 


WOODSTOCK. 
David R. Joslyn. 


INDIANA. 


ANDERSON. 
J. A. Van Osdal. 


AUBURN. 
P. V. Hoffman, 


BEDFORD. 
Fred N. Fletcher. 


BLOOMFIELD. 
G. H. Humphreys. 


COLUMBUS. 
Donaker & Spaugh. 
Knollmeyer & 
Shrapnack. 
John Rynerson. 


CONNERSVILLE. 


McKee, Frost & 
Elliot. 


CRAWFORDSVILLE. 
Benj. Crane. 


CROWN POINT. 
J. Kopelke. 


DANA, 
E. B. James. 


ELKHART. 
Proctor & Cawley. 
Cc. C. Raymer. 
Edw. B. Zigler. 


EVANSVILLE. 


E. H. Iglehart. 
Thos. W. Lindsey. 


FORT WAYNE. 
Breen & Morris. 
Emrick & Emrick. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
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FORT WAYNE. 


Samuel L. Morris, Jr. 


Thomas & Town- 
send. 
Dick M. Vesey. 


FRANKLIN. 
White & White. 


GARY. 


Roy E. Ressler. 
A. P. Stagoski. 


GOSHEN. 
A. S. Zook. 


GREENCASTLE. 
B. F. Corwin. 


GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Rollin A. Turner. 
Wickens & Osborn. 


GREENWOOD. 
E. A. McAlIpin. 


HAMMOND. 
Bomberger, Curtis, 
arr & Peters. 


HUNTINGTON. 
Milo M. Freightner 


INDIANAPOLIS. 


Jos. K. Brown. 
Thos. H. Daily. 
Thos. F. Fly. 

Geo. W. Galvin. 
Kleber W. Hadley. 
Wm. P. Henderson. 
Chas. A. Messmore. 
Newton J. McGuire. 
Frank C. Olive. 
Merritt H. Perkins. 
Jas. A. Ross. 


Francis M. Springer. 


Harold Taylor. 
W. W. Thornton. 
D, P. Williams. 


INDIANA HARBOR. 
Hembroft « Giaze- 
provuk. 
W. J. murray. 


JEFFERSONVILLE. 
lL. A. Douglass. 


KOKOMO. 
Bell & Kirkpatrick. 
JUS. ©. Hers ou. 
w. CG. Puruauin. 


KNIGHTSTOWN., 
Newby & Newby. 


KNOX. 
Cnas. H. Peters. 


LAFAYETTE. 


E. P. Hammond. 
a. L. wumuier. 


LOGANSPORT. 
D, C. Arthur. 


MILFORD 
Hichard *“Vander- 
veer, 


MUNCIE. 
Frank Eliis. 
Koons & Koons. 
W. W. Orr. 





NAPPANEE. 
Perry A. Early. 


NORTH VERNON. 
Wm. Fitzgerald, 


RICHMOND. 
Cee. » Fora & 


Whit 
PERU. 


Cox & Andrews, 
D. E. Rhodes. 


PORTLAND. 


John F. LaFollette. 


ROCHESTER. 
O. F. Montgomery. 


RUSHVILLE. 
John H. Kiplinger. 


SEYMOUR. 


Abe C. Branaman. 
F. W. Wesner. 


SOUTH BEND 


Deahl & Hammer- 
schmid. 


SPENCER. 
I. H. Fowler. 


SULLIVAN. 
Chas. D. Hunt. 


TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm. T. Douthitt. 
Thos. H. Fitts. 
Cc. C. Whitlock, 


UNION CITY. 
Wm. F. Fowler. 
VEVAY. 
F. M. Griffith. 


WARSAW. 
S. W. Royse. 


WASHINGTON. 
A. W. Allen, 


IOWA, 


ADAIR, 
Geo. B. Lynch. 


ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 


ALGONA. 
W. B. Quarton. 


BEDFORD. 


Flick & Flick. 
Frank Wisdom. 
Wm, M. Jackson. 


BODE. 


Oscar T. Gullixson. 


BOONE. 


Dyer, Jordan & 
Dyer. 


BURLINGTON. 
LaMonte Cowles. 





CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 


CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Jamison & Smyth. 


Redmond & Stewart. 


H. R. Trewin. 


CHARLOTTE. 


C. H. Oldsen, 


CLINTON. 
Marvin H. Lake. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS. 


George Carson. 
Tinley & Mitchell. 


CRESCO. 
Charles Pergler. 


CRESTON. 
D. W. Higbee. 


DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
J. ©. Bak. 
F. D. Letts. 
Isaac Petersburg. 
Henry Vollmer. 


DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 


DES MOINES. 
Bowen & Alberson. 
U. M. Brockett, 
wi. H. Cohen, 
rank H. Dewey. 
cComn & Ruippey. 
i. M. Earle. 


Halloran & Starkey. 


’. 4. Herriott. 

Clyde shirk. 

Ww. ki, Miller, 

Mulvaney & Mul- 
vaney. 

Clinton L. Nourse. 

barker, Parrish & 
muilier. 

Oscar Strauss. 


Sullivan & Sullivan. 


»s G. Van Auken. 
Geo. Wambach, 
Geo. A. Wilson. 


DUBUQUE 
Robert W. Clewell. 
J. BP. Frantzen. 
xenline & Roedell. 
DUNKERTON. 
Frank P. Keane. 


EMMETSBURG. 


McCarty & McCarty. 


FORT DODGE. 
Burnquist & Joyce. 
kK. M. Wright. 


GREENFIELD. 
Frank B. Wilson. 


HAWARDEN, 
Cc. E. Gantt. 


HEDRICK. 
J. G. McWilliams. 


HUMBODLT. 
D. F. Coyle. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
Roy A. Cook. 





INDIANOLA. 
Oo. C. Brown, 


IOWA CITY. 


Mrs. Walter M. 
Davis. 


KEOKUK. 
E. L. McCoid. 


LE MARS. 
P. Farrel. 


LENOX. 
J. R. Locke. 


LIVERMORE. 
F. M. Miles. 


MARSHALLTOWN. 
G. A. Mote. 


OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell &- Devitt. 


OTTUMWA. 
W. S. Asbury. 


PARKERSBURG. 
M. F. Edwards. 


RED OAK. 
Beeson & Thomas. 


ROCKWELL CITY. 
M. W. Frick. 


SHENANDOAH. 


Earl R. Ferguson. 
J. B. Jennings. 


SIBLEY. 
W. C. Garberson. 


SIGOURNEY. 
Wagner & Upde- 
fraff. 


SIOUX CITY. 


Kass Bros. 
J, L. Kennedy. 


STORM LAKE. 
James De Land. 


SWEA CITY. 
Jos. M. Dye. 


TAMA. 
J. W. Willett. 


TIPTON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 


TOLEDO. 
c. E, Walters. 


WAPELLA. 
Arthur Springer. 


WATERLOO. 


Edwards & Longley. 
Hon. C. W. Mullan. 


WEBSTER CITY. 
Wesley Martin. 


| 
i 
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KANSAS, LINCOLN. JACKSON. LOUISIANA. 
John J. McCurdy. z: a mtonton. 
ARKANSAS CITY. yrd & urst. 
L. C. Brown MINNEAPOLIS. wt fan SLEE AND ESS. 
Faulkner & Wright. F. D. Boyce. J. W. Hawthorne. 
s LEBANON. : 
s RUSSELL. S. A. Russell. FRANKLIN. 
_ ae: J. G. Vogelsang. Paul Kramer. 
LEXINGTON. 
BURLINGAME. nme. 
R. G. Hepworth. SALINA. Richard J. Colbert. LAKE CHA 


COFFEYVILLE. 
W. E. Zeigler. 

COLDWATER. 
Jay T. Botts. 


CONCORDIA. 
Cc, L. Hunt. 


DODGE CITY. 
Waiter L. Bullock. 


FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain. 


FREDONIA. 


James N. Kennedy. 


GARDEN CITY. 
Richard J. Hopkins. 


HIAWATHA, 
W. F. Means. 


HORTON. 
Thompson & Bender. 


HOXIE. 
W. H. Clark. 


HUMBOLDT. 
G. A. Amos, 


HUTCHINSON. 
Harold R. Branine. 
F. Dumont Smith. 


INDEPENDENCE. 
N. E. Van Tuyl. 


JETMORE. 
Roscoe H. Wilson. 


JEWELL. 
R. C. Postlethwaite. 


JUNCTION CITY. 
Jas. V. Humphrey. 


KANSAS CITY. 


Geo. W. Littick. 

C. O. Littick. 
Edwin S. McAnany. 
John T. Sims. 
Thompson & _ wate 
R. H. Worlin 


KIOWA 
F. F. Perry. 


LAWRENCE. 
L. H. Menger. 
LEAVENWORTH. 
Hon. Wm. C. Hook. 
J. H. Wendorff. 


LIBERAL. 


J. A. Fleming. 
Dallas Grover. 
John H. Wilson. 


ST. FRANCIS. 
Leigh Dowling. 


SMITH CENTER. 
L, C. Uhl & Son. 


TOPEKA. 
W. A..S. Bird. 
T. F. Garver. 
D. R. Hite, 
y E. Hungate. 
M. Thomas. 


WELLINGTON, 
W. T. McBride. 


WICHITA. 
John W. Adams. 
Geo. Gardner. 


Chester I. Long. 
David Smyth. 


WINFIELD. 
Ss. C. Bloss. 


KENTUCKY. 


BARBOURVILLE. 


R. N. Jarvis. 
Vv. C. McDonald. 
G. L. Dickinson. 
J. D. Tuggle. 


BARDSTOWN. 
Ernest N. Fulton. 


BEATTYVILLE. 


J. M. McDaniel. 
H. D. Parrish. 
Sutton & Hurst. 


CAMPBELLSVILLE. 
B. F. Harding. 


CATLETTSBURG. 


D. M. Howerton, 
Jas. A. Williams. 


GLASGOW. 


B. G. Ellis. 
W. L. Porter. 


HAZARD. 


Geo. S. Atkinson. 
J. M. Dixon. 
rae & Faulk- 


E. "C. “Holliday. 


HENDERSON. 
Clay & Clay. 


IRVINE. 
H. 





V. H. Grinstead. 





E. Hay. 
Clarence Miller. 


Shelby, Northcutt & 
Shelby. 


LONDON. 
Geo. G. Brock. 
J. Moren. 
Reams & Johnson. 
L. P. Thompson, 


LOUISA. 
Rebel Martin. 


LOUISVILLE. 

Paul B. Collins. 

= ae B. Eagles. 
H. B. Fleece. 

Arthur E. Hopkins. 

Humphrey & Hum- 
phrey. 

Julius C. Klein. 

Kohn, Baird, Sloss & 
Kohn, 

Wm. T. McCullough. 

Chas. Bond oe. 

Geo. W. Smith 





Houston & Brooks. 


MAYSVILLE. 
— Brown- 


Men” ‘A. M. 
Codiuah, * 


MIDDLESBORO. 


W. G. Colson. 
Fowler & Francis. 
John Howard. 


MT. VERNON. 
Cc. C. Williams. 


OWENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 


PADUCAH. 
Hon. Wm. Reed. 


PIKEVILLE. 
W. L. Bowling. 


PINEVILLE. 

Cc. Hurst. 

Martin T. Kelly. 
James H. Jeffries. 


PRESTONBURG. 
Dingus & Layne. 


SOMERSET. 


Virgil P. Smith. 
R. C. Tartar. 


WHITLEY CITY. 


L. G. Campbell. 

H. C. Kress, 

John W. Sampson. 
Stephens & Gilreath. 


WHITESBURG. 
Chas. Paynter. 


WILLIAMSBURG. 
W. R. Henry. 


E, R. Kauffman. 
W. B. Williamson. 


MORGAN CITY. 
Chas. L. Wise. 


NEW ORLEANS. 

Ss. Clair seemare 
affre ui ‘ 
ss Gidiere & Brumby. 

ete os amas 

. - ave 

NB Jonas, Golds- 
borough & 
Goldburg. 

Lewis R. Graham. 

Chas. de Labretonne. 

McCloskey & Bene- 
dict. 

J. M. Pierce. 

G. B. Smart. 

John F. Tobin. 


RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 


SHREVEPORT. 


Hampton Story. 
Thatcher & Wells. 


MAINE. 


AUBURN. 
Hon. A. R. Savage. 


AUGUSTA. 
Hon. Wm. P. White- 
house. 





BELFAST. 
Ralph I. Morse. 


BETHEL. 
E. C. Parke. 


BIDDEFORD. 
Hon. Geo. L. Emery. 


BROOKS. 
F. W. Brown, Jr. 


CALAIS. 
Ashley St. Clair. 


CAMDEN. 
J. H. & C. O. Mont- 
gomery. 


CARIBOU. 
Cc. B. Small, 


CORNISH. 
Walter P. Perkins. 


FT. FAIRFIELD. 
H. T. Powers. 


GARDINER. 








& Pope. 
W. Bond. 





How Ae 


Everett H. Maxey. 
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GORHAM. 
J. A. Waterman. 


LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 


LINCOLN. 


Artemas Weather- 
bee. 


MADISON. 


Bernard Gibbs. 
Cc. O. Small. 


PORTLAND. 
John T. Fagan. 
Geo. F. Gould. 
Hon. Clarence Hale. 
D. A. Meaher. 
Harry E. Nixon. 


Frank W. Robinson. 


Irving E. Vernon. 


RUMFORD FALLS. 
L. W. Blanchard. 


SANFORD. 
Edw. J. Hudon, 


WATERVILLE. 
Chas. W. Atchley. 


WESTBROOK. 
Wm. Lyona, 


MARYLAND. 


BALTIMORE. 
J. Albert Baker. 


Hon. John J. Dobler. 
Alex Hardcastle. Jr. 


Chas. F. Harley. 
Chas. M. Howard. 
Edwin C. Irelan. 
Lemmon & Buck. 
W. L. Marbury. 
A. DeRussey Sap- 
pington. 
Hon. Henry Stock- 
brid 


ridge. 
Geo. Whitelock. 


CUMBERLAND. 
W. S. Cochrane. 


FREDERICK. 
Leo Weinberg. 


HAGERSTOWN. 


Alex Armstrong, Jr. 


HYATTSVILLE. 


James C. Waters, Jr. 


WESTERNPORT. 


Horace P. Whit- 
worth. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


ADAMS. 
Edwin K. McPeck. 


BOSTON. 
Hon. James Bennett 
Frank W. Grinnell. 
J. W. Pickering. 
J. Converse Gray. 
S. K. Hamilton. 
Geo. V. Leverett. 
= J. O'Malley, 

¥. 





BOSTON 


Adolph M. Schwarz. 
Cc. B. Southard. 
James W. Swift. 


BROCKTON. 
Wm. G. Rowe. 


BROOKLINE 
Alfred D. Chandler. 


CAMBRIDGE. 


J. D. Brannan. 
Prof. Roscoe Pound. 


CONCORD. 
Chas. K. Darling. 


DORCHESTER, 
W. B. Grant. 


FITCHBURG. 


Chas. F. Baker. 
Clifton S. Hadley. 


LOWELL. 
Eugene W. Hunt. 
John J. Pickman. 


LYNN. 
Wm. H. Smale. 


MELROSE. 
Geo. R. Farnum. 


SALEM. 
John H. Sheedy. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
James B. Carroll. 


WORCHESTER. 
Wm. C. Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ANN ARBOR. 
M. J. Cavanaugh. 
William G. Doty. 


BATTLE CREEK. 
Burritt Hamilton. 


BAY CITY. 
Louis J. Weadock. 


BENTON HARBOR. 
Geo. W. Bridgman. 


CALUMET. 


Galbreath & McCor- 
mick. 
A. E. Peterman. 


CRYSTAL FALLS. 
M. H. Moriarty. 


DETROIT. 
E. S. Clarkson. 
Doyle & Cameron. 
D. B. Duffield. 
Howell S. England. 
John Galloway. 
Keena, Lightner & 

Oxtoby. 

H. A. Lockwood. 
Harold R. Martin. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Leland H. Sabin. 
Wm. S. gavres, Jr. 
Henry Wunsc 
Walters & Waiters. 





GLADWIN. 


Hon. T. G. Campbell. 


GRAND HAVEN. 
Walter I. Lillie. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & Bolt- 
wood. 
Walter H. Brooke. 
Colin P. Campbell, 
B. M, Corwin. 
Reuben Hatch. 


James A. Lombard. 
John S. McDonald. 


GREENVILLE. 
E. J. Bowman. 


IRON RIVER. 
I. W. Byers. 


ITHACA. 
John W. Myers. 


JACKSON. : 
Thos. A. Wilson. 
LANSING 
Rollin H. Person. 
Hon. J. W. Stone. 


MARQUETTE. 
Cc. F. Button. 


NORWAY. 
J. C. Knight. 


ONTONAGON. 
John Jones. 


OXFORD. 
Geo. O. Kinsman. 


PAW PAW. 
A. Lynn Free. 


PONTIAC. 
L. A. Cambrey. 


SAGINAW. 


Watts S. Humphrey. 


= + STE. MARIE. 
Wiley & Green. 
WOLVERINE. 


Chas. D. Barghoorn. 
MINNESOTA. 


ARGYLE. 
E. A. Brekke. 


BEMIDJI. 
Hallan N. Huffman. 
Thayer C. Bailey. 
Chas. W. Scrutchin. 


a EARTH. 
. L. Morse. 


DULUTH. 
Crasweller, Cras- 
weller & Blu. 

L. C. Harris. 

John J. Jenswold. 
John W. Neukous. 
John G. Williams. 


mage GRAND FORKS. 
W. J. Rasmussen. 


FAIRMONT. 
Abert R. Allen. 





FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Alfred L. Thwing. 


GRANITE FALLS. 
Paul D. Stratton. 


HIBBING. 
S. C. Scott. 


MABEL. 
H. H. Hammer. 


MARSHALL. 
David & Michel. 


MILACA. 
Carl F. J. Goebel. 


MINNEAPOLIS. 
Rome G. Brown. 
Hon. W aouy F. 

Booth 

B. Dodg 

Fifield & Fifield. 
H. R. Hewitt. 
Kerr & Fowler. 
John J. Martin. 
A. G. Middlestadt. 
ees Nelson. 

E. A. Prendergast. 
James D. Shearer. 
Edw. Tenner. 
Chas. Tryon. 


MINNEOTA. 


Gislason & Gislason. 


a. PRAGUE. 
E. W. Komarek. 


OWATONNA. 
Nelson & Nelson. 


RED WING. 
Arthur E. Arnston. 


ROCHESTER. 
Burt W. Eaton. 


ST. PAUL. 

Alf. E. Boyeson. 

Hon. G. L. Bunn. 

Pierce Butler. 

W. R. Duxbury. 

Donald S. Doty. 

Morphy, Ewing, 
Bradford & Cum- 
mings. 

Perey D. Godfrey. 

John H. Kay. 

G. Loevinger. 

Cc. D. O’Brien. 

R. G. O'Malley. 

Edward P. Sanborn. 

Ambrose Tighe. 

Essie W. Williams. 

John W. Willis. 


WARREN. 
Julius J. Olson. 


WASECA. 
John Moonan, 


WINNEBAGO. 
W. H. Hodgman. 


WINON. 
oon Abbott & 
Somsen. 
M. B, Webber. 


MISSISSIP?PL 


ABERDEEN. 
W. F. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 
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BAY ST. LOUIS, 
Carl Marshall 


BROOKHAVEN, 
T. Brady, Jr. 


COLUMBIA. 
T. P. Dale. 


DE KALB. 
L. C. Hutton. 


GREENVILLE. 
Percy LeRoy. 


GREENWOOD. 
Cc. L. Kimbrough. 


GULFPORT. 
J. H. Mize. 


Aen. 
F. Ames, 
a E. Davis. 
Cc. G. Mayson. 


HAZELHURST. 
R. N. Miller. 
MeNeil & Loeb. 


INDIANOLA. 
Elbert Johnson. 


JACKSON. 
R. H. Thompson. 


KOSCIUSKO. 
Hon. H. C. Niles. 


LEXINGTON. 
H. H. Elmore. 


MERIDIAN 
Vv. W. Gilbert. 


MONTICELLA. 
Cc. E. Gibson. 


MOSS POINT. 
Frank McInnis. 

NATCH 
A. H. idinsaiemen. 


OCEAN SPRINGS. 
Chas. D. Havens. 


re. 
E. Inman. 


SUMNE 
R. L. etna. 


SUMRALL. 
W. J. Hatten. 
J. G. Garraway. 


VICKSBURG. 
N. Vie . Robbins. 


bef “gy; 
E. R. Davis. 
U. B. Parker. 


MISSOURI, 


BETHANY. 
G. W. Wanamaker. 


BOWLING GREN. 
Hostetter & Hale ey. 

CARTE ASS. 
H. W. Biair. 





CHLASOOTES. 
Chapman. 
Tonn T. Taylor. 


CLINTON. 
John A. Gilbreath. 


COLLINS. 
W. H. Plaster. 


COLUMBIA. 
M. R. Conley. 
Prof. John D. Law- 
son. 


FARMINGTON. 
W. A. Gardner. 


HALE 
Dwight Beals. 


HARRISONVILLE. 
W. D. Summers. 


HOUSTON. 
Robert Lamar. 


JOPLIN. 
J. C. Ammerman. 
Byron H. Coon. 


KANSAS CITY. 
Hon. Thos. Buckner. 
Henry D. Ashley. 
W. W. Calvin. 
John M. Cleary. 
J. W. Dana. 
Francis C. Downey. 
Dell D. Dutton. 
John A. Eaton. 
Hon. Thos. P, Fen- 

lon. 
Oscar S. Hill. 
Thad. B. Landon. 
Edmund H. McVey. 
L. R. Moore. 
Frank H. Moore. 
W. H. H. Piatt. 
Grant I. Rosen- 
aweig. 

c. E. Small. 
Floyd S. Stratton. 
Warner & Dean. 


KEYTESVILLE. 
Roy W. Rucker. 


a wig 
D. C. Allen. 


LEXINGTON 
Hon. Richard Field. 


MACON. 
Maj. B. R. Dysart. 


MARYVILLE. 
Richard L. McDoug- 


al. 
F. P. Robinson, 


— IS. 
. M. Pettengill. 


MEXICO. 
Clarence A. Barnes. 


as a LLO. 
B. Henderson. 


NEVADA. 
Hon. 8. A. Wight. 


NEW LONDON. 
Drake Watson. 


PLATTE CITY. 
Jas, H. Hull. 





POPLAR BLUF 
David W. Mill, 


PRINCETON. 
John E. Powell. 


BA J OU RV ILE. 
. F. Carroll. 


RICH HILL 
H. H. Heck. 


RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 


ST. MARYS. 
T. B. Whitledge. 


ST. JOSEPH. 
Geo. W. Groves. 
B. Raleigh Martin. 


Hon. O. M. Spencer. 


ST. LOUIS. 
Paul Bakewell. 
Hon. Shepard Bar- 


clay. 
Cc. Orrick Bishop. 
P. Taylor Bryan. 
Boyle & Priest. 
John Cashman. 
Hon. N. C. Collier, 
Manton Davis. 
Edward D’Arcy. 
Jos. Dickson, Jr. 
John H. Douglas. 
Marion C. Early. 
John G. Egan. 
W. F. Evans. 
M,. W. Feurbacher. 
Henry W. Furth. 
Hon. R. L. Goode. 
Bernard Greens- 

felder. 


Virgil Harris. 


Albert E, "Hausman 


Chas. M. 

Richard A. Sones. 

Jones, Hocker, 
iat ~ & Angert. 
F. N. Judson. 

Chas. F. Krone. 

Chester H. Krum. 

J. F. Lee. 

F. W._Lehmann. 


Edw. J. White. 

Hon. Jas. E. With- 
row. 

Frank J. Wiget. 

Chas. P. Williams. 

Tyrrell Williams. 


SAVANNAH. 
Booker & Williams. 


SMITHVILLE. 
H. Rainey. 


SPRINGFIELD. 
Ss. T. Gresham. 


TARKIO., 
John A. Gurlash. 


TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 


VAN BUREN. 
Garry H. Yount. 


WARSAW. 
Henry P. Lay. 





MONTANA. 


AUGUSTA. 
Herbert W. Miller. 


BILLINGS. 
Nichols & Wilson. 


Grimstad & Brown. 


BOULDER. 
J. E. Kelly. 


BUTTE. 
John F. Davies, 


Maury, Templeman 
& Da 


vis. 
Edward F. St dead 


H. A. Tyvand. 


CHESTER. 
Wm. Chittick. 


DEER LODGE, 
T. F. Shea. 


DILLON. 
W. G. Gilbert. 


FORT BENTON. 
H. G. McGinlev. 


GLASGOW. 
Thos. Dignan. 
John Hurley. 


GLENDIVE. 
Albert Anderson. 
Desmond J. O'Neil. 


GREAT FALLS. 
D. W. Doyle. 
George E. Hurd. 


eer 
R. A. O'Hara. 


HELENA. 
H. G. McIntire. 
Wm. Scanlon. 


KALISPELL. 
J. H. Stevens. 
Hans Walchi. 


LEWISTON, 
Edgar G. Worden. 


LIVINGSTON. 
Miller & O’Connor. 
John T. Smith. 


MALTA. 
H. L. Wolfe, Jr. 


ee. LAKE. 
Cc. E. Comer. 


MELSTONE. 
J. P. P. Healy. 


MILES CITY. 
Geo, W. Farr. 
Frank Hunter. 
Cc. H. ud, 
Daniel L. O’Hern. 
Tisor & McKinnon. 
Sharpless Walker. 


Pp APeens. 
L. Brown, 


PLAS NS. 
. R. Blaisdell. 


TOWNSEND. 
Hon. John A, Mat- 
hews. 
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WINNETT. 


Homer E. Geis. 


NEBRASKA. 
BEAVER CITY. 
Lambe & Butler. 


BRIDGEPORT. 
Wm. Ritchie, Jr. 


CHADRON. 
A. G. Fisher. 


COLUMBUS. 
A. M. Post, 


CENTRAL CITY. 
Martin & Bockes. 


DAVID CITY. 
E. A. Coufal. 


FALLS CITY. 
R. C. James, 


GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 


sou 
M. A. Hartigan. 


HOLREDGE. 
Dravo & Dilworth. 


IMPERIAL 
P. W. Scott. 


p EARNEY. 
H. M. Sinclair. 


LEXINGTON. 
George C. Gillan. 


LINCOLN. 
G. W. Berge. 
E. J. Hainer. 


D. M. McClenahan. 


Reese, Reese & 
Stout. 


MADISON. 
Wm. L. Dowling. 


MINDEN. 
Lewis C. Paulson. 


NEBRASKA CITY. 
D. W. Livingston. 


NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 


NORTH PLATTE. 
H. M. Grimes. 


OMAHA. 


Arthur E. Baldwin. 


Anson H. Bigelow. 
Byron G. Burbank. 
Byron Clark. 

H. Fisher. 

D. Johnston. 

J. A. C. Kennedy. 
N. H. Loomis. 
Chas. H. Marley. 
Amos Thomas. 
Weaver & Giller. 


PAPILLION. 
A, E. Langdon. 


PERCE. 
. H. Leamy. 


» PLATTSMOUTH. 
7. M. Leyda. 
. O. Dwyer. 





RUSHVILLE. 
A. C. Plantz, 


ST. PAUL. 
Chas. Dobry. 


SCOTTSBLUFF. 
James H. Stewart. 


TEKAMAH. 
James A. Clark. 


WAYNE. 
Berry & Berry. 


WEST POINT. 
Hugo M. Nicholson. 
Otto Zacek. 


YORK. 
Geo. M. Spurlock. 


NEVADA. 


GOLDFIELD. 
Hatton & Hatton. 
Thompson & Thomp- 
son. 


RENO, 
Geo. S. Brown. 
James D. Finch. 
Robert Lewers. 
Samuel Platt. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


ae REMONT. 
H. W. Parker. 


CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 
DeWitt C. Howe. 
Henry E. Robinson. 
R. E. Walker. 


LACONIA. 
Stanton Owen. 


LANCASTER. 
Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 


MANCHESTER. 
Jones, Warren, Wil- 
son & Manning. 
R. J. Peaslee. 


TILTO 
Guan E. Tilton. 


WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 


NEW JERSEY. 
ATLANTIC CITY. 
U. G. Styron, 


BRIDGETON. 
Walter H. Bacon. 


CAMDEN. 
J. G. Paine. 


ELIZABETH. 
Hon. Abe J. David. 


JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 


MORRISTOWN. 
Geo, G. Runyon. 





NEWARK. 
R. Arthur Heller. 
Col. E. L. Price. 
Hon. Samuel 
Kalisch. 
Wm. S. Stuhr. 


PLAINFIELD. 
F. Otto Linke. 


RIDGEFIELD PARK. 
Ernest P. Kepple. 


SOMERVILLE. 
Frederick A, Pope. 


SOUTH ORANGE. 
Ernest Fuller. 


VINELAND. 
L. Newcomb. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALU Eaves. 
M. Botts. 
Mi E. Hickey. 
O. N. Marron. 
H. F. Raynolds. 
John Venable. 


CARLSBAD. 
John W. Armstrong. 
D. G. Grantham. 
S. D. Stennis, Jr. 


CLOVIS. 
Wm, A. Gillenwater. 


GALLUP. 
A. T. , 


RATON. 
H. L. Bickley. 
J. Leahy. 


Sante FE. 
. Clancy. 


SILVER CITY. 
Colin Neblett. 
Raymond A. Ryan. 
F. W. Vellacott. 


WILLARD. 
R. L. Hitt. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. d 
Wm. V. R. Erving. 


BROOKLYN. 
Hugo Hirsch. 
L. E. Drummond. 


BUFFALO. 
Ausust Becker. 
F. Dirnberger. 
caeibert Moot. 


a i SPA. 
J. S. L’Amo- 
eens: 


CANANDAIGUA 
Frank A. Christian. 


ELMHURST. 
Clarence Edwards. 


NEW BRIGHTON. 
Guy O. Walser. 


NEWBURGH. 
M. H. Hirschberg. 





NEW YORK. 
K. R. Babbitt. 
A. H. Burroughs. 
Manuel F. Cetsers. 
Melville Eggleston. 
Henry B. Gayley. 
Walter H. Lieb- 

mann. 

David F. Davis. 
L. L. Kellogg. 
K. R. Owen. 
John H. Sears. 
Everett P. Wheeler. 
R. V. Marye. 


ROCHESTER. 
James R. Davy. 


SCHENECTADY. 
Thaddeus S. Ogon- 
owski. 


es” gs ig 
E. L. TW inthrop, Jr. 
SYRACUSE. 
Leonard C. Crouch. 
D. A. Pierce. 
Frank W. Harris. 


UTICA. 
Fred J. Sisson. 


WATERTOWN. 
Geo, W. Reeves. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ASHEVILLE. 
Louis M. Bourne. 
Mark W. Brown. 
Martin, Rollins & 
Wright 


CHARLOTTE. 

Jas. W. Barry. 
DURHAM. 

W. G. Bramham. 


a a CITY. 
Ww. rown, 


GRAHAM. 
J. S. Cook. 


GREENSBORO. 
Robert R. King. 
Hoyle & Wright. 


HILLSBORO. 
Frank Nash. 


LUMBERTO 
McNeill & Thesitidae. 


MURPHY. 
M. W. Bell 


NEWBERN. 
Chas. R. Thomas. 
A. D. Ward. 


RALEIGH. 
Murray Allen. 
R. H. Bradley. 


SPARTA 
Geo. Cheek. 


WAKE FOREST. 
+ Timberlake, 
r 


ee 
J. C. King. 


WINSTON SALEM 
Burton Craige. 
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NORTH DAKOTA. 


ANAMOOSA. 
F. J. Funke. 


ASHLEY. 


Hugo P. Remington. 


BOTTINEAU. 
E, C. Bowen. 
DEVIL’s LAKE. 
F. T. Cuthbert. 
DICKINSON. 
Thos. H. Pugh. 


FESSENDEN. 
B. F. Whipple. 


FARGO. 
Augustus Roberts. 


a + eA? 
Mo 


GLEN ULLIN. 
A. T. Faber. 


GRAND FORKS. 

T. R. Bangs. 

H. A. Bronson. 
HAZEN. 

Oliver Leverson. 
JAMESTOWN. 

A. W. Alymer. 

Oscar J. Seiler. 
KULM. 

R. H. Sherman. 


LARIMORE. 
Sam. J. Radcliffe. 


LISBON. 
Forest S. Thomas. 


McCLUSKEY. 
Frank I. Temple. 


MINNEWAUKEN. 
Torger Sinness, 


MOTT. 


Jacobsen & Murray. 


PARK RIVER. 

G. W. Young. 
RUGBY. 

R. E. Wengel. 
STANLEY. 

F. F. Wyckoff. 
VALLEY CITY. 

Theodore S. Lind- 

land. 

H. Winterer. 
WARWICK. 

Francis X. Kirsch. 


WILLISTON. 
John J. Murphy & 
Ivan V. Metzger. 


OHIO 


ADA. 
Carl Armstrong. 


AKRON. 
Edwin W. Brouse. 
Dayton A. Doyle. 





ALLIANCE. 
Hart & Koehler. 


BELLAIRE. 
- Cc. Sedgwick. 
Fred Spriggs. 


ae as ag E. 
. Clay Huston. 


CANTON. 
Lynch & Day. 


CINCINNATI. 

Cobb, Howard & 
Bailey 

Otway J. Cosgrave. 
Henry Baer. 
DeCamp & Sutphin. 
A. A. Ferris. 
J. B. Foraker. 
A. L. Herrlinger. 
John R. Holmes. 
Simeon M. Johnson 
Johnson & Levy. 
Cc. D. Robertson. 
Chas. B. Smith. 
E. W. Strong. 
Jas. B. Swing. 


CLEVELAND. 

Bernsteen & Bern- 
steen. 

B. P. Bole. 

W. H. Boyd. 

H. J. Doolitile. 

Geo. B. Marty. 

Karl Fenning. 

Kangesser & Mor- 
genstern. 

R. B. Newcomb. 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos. a Johnson. 

Wm Kerruish, 

J. 3. Sreill 

H. G. Schaibly. 

W. H. Schwartz. 

Lee E. Skeel. 

Squire, Sanders & 
Dempsey. 

Jos. L. Stern. 

E. J. Thobaden. 

H. A. Tilden. 

J. W. Warrington. 

Payn, Winch & 
Rogers. 

T. J. Ross. 


COLUMBUS. 
Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 
E. C. Morton. 
D. N. Postlewaite. 
James M. Hengst. 


CLYDE. 
Arthur H. Wicks. 


DAYTON. 
Frank S. Breene. 
Ezra Kuhns. 
Lenz, Sigler & Den- 
linger. 
W. S. McCon- 
naughey. 


EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 


es a 
D. J. Nye. 


FINDLAY. 
Wm. F. Duncan. 
F. E. Hurley. 


HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 


I ROMTOE. 
A. R. Johnson. 





LAKEWOOD. 


Sg rg R. Cross. 


L. A. Leighley. 
H. F. Parmenter. 


LANCASTER. 
John G. Reeves. 


LIMA. 
D. J. Cable. 
Jas. W. Halfhill. 


LISBON 


Gillingsley. Clark & 


Moore. 


LONDON. 

_R. H. McCloud. 
John R. Tanner. 
Kyle M. Vance. 


ay ay i > 
A. Schramm. 
rh Cc. Middleswart. 


MANSFIELD. 
Jas. A. Galbraith. 


MARION. 


Hon. G. E. Mouser. 


Scofield, Durfee & 
Scofield. 


MASSILON. 
W. E. Russell. 


NEW PHILADEL- 
PHIA 


Wilkin & Fernsell. 


NILES. 
Clare Caldwell. 


OTTAWA, 
Bailey & Leasure. 


PEMBERVILLE. 
John S. Hoyman. 


RAVENNA. 
W. J. Beckley. 


SANDUSKY. 
E. B. King. 
G. C, Steinemann. 
Hon. Roy H. Wil- 
liams. 


SHE ELBY 
a “Skiles & 


SIDNEY. 
J. D. Barnes. 
Chas. C. Marshall. 


a ayy 


yy ot , =: 
W. M. Rockel. 

J. E. Bowman. 
Edwin S. Houck. 


TIPPECANOE CITY. 
Raymond A. Kerr. 


TOLEDO. 

Louis Bartlett. 

oO. S&S. Brumback. 
Jos. O. Eppstein. 
Geo. P. Hahn. 
Ralph I. Holbrook. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 


VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn. 


WAUSEON. 
Files & Paxson. 





YOUNGSTOWN. 
Geo. F. Arrell. 
E. H. Moore. 


WELLSVILLE. 
W. F. Lones. 


WOODVILLE. 
E. R. Voorhees. 


ZANESVILLE. 
J. Ernest Harkness. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 
J. W. Dean. 
B. H. Epperson. 


ALLUWE. 
R. F. Barnett. 


ANA DARKO. 
Cc. H. Carswell, 
A. J. Morris. 


ANTLERS. 
S. S. Lawrence. 


ARDMORE. 
I. R. Mason: 


CHICKASHA. 
F. E. Riddle. 


Welborne & Bailey. 


CLAREMORE. 
H. Jennings. 


COWETA. 
W. A. Brigham. 


DEWEY. 
B. A. Lewis. 


DURANT. 
J. R. Hannah. 
Victor Phillips. 
Hatchett & Fergu- 
son. 
Walter J. Turnbull. 
W. E. Utterback. 


ENID. 
H. Blasdel. 
J. C. Roberts. 


GERONIMO. 
J. Lon Sawyer. 


GROV 
Ad. . Coppedge. 


HOBART. 
John T. Hays. 


HUGO. 
A. M. Works, Jr. 


KINGFISHER 
D. K. Cunningham. 


McALESTER. 
Ls ga A. Bruce. 
W. E. Gotcher. 
y 4 B Latham 
ae ri Exen- 


A. C. Markley. 


MADILL. 
Jos. W. Hill. 


MIAMI, 
Horace B. Durant. 


asaaaa 
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MUSKOGEE. 
J. B. Purry. 
Geo. S. Ramsey. 
Malcolm E. Rosser. 
I. C. Duckworth. 
W. D. Halfhill. 
O. Benj, Jefferson. 


NEWKIRK. 
Cc. L. Pinkham. 


NORMAN. 
ess. C. M, Keiger. 
R. V. Lewis. 


OKLAHOMA CITY. 
Henry E. Asp. 
Cottingham & 

Bledsoe. 
J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Win. Harrison. 
Samuel W. Hayes. 
John Maupin. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
Bland & Ptak. 
Claude Nowlin. 
Hon. J. B. A. 
Robertson. 
Hon. Chas, West. 
Hainer, Burns & 
Toney. 
Wm. P. Harper, 
Vv. E. McInnis. 
John Maupin. 
E. W. Stewart. 
Stuart, Cruce & 
Cruce. 
L. D. Thelkeld. 
John W. Tillman. 
iley. 


OKMULGEE. 


B. T. Buchanan, 
Thos. J. Farrar. 


PAWHUSKA. 


pres SPRINGS. 
I. L. Johnson. 


SALLISAW. 
E. M. Frye. 
su- 


bull. SAPULPA. 
k. 


R. R. Robertson, 


SHAWN 4 


H. H. Sm 
Tom C. Waldrep. 


SNYDER. 
Arthur B. Harris. 


TALAGO. 
W. P. Hickok. 


TECUMSEH. 
Jr. Clarence Robison. 


TULSA. 


Carroll & Mason. 
Wm. S. Cochran, 
Randolph & Haver. 
Henry McGraw. 
. A. Peek. 
Robertson, Bailey, 
Nelson & Bailey. 
T. L. Wallace. 
E. G. Wilson. 
G. W. Wilson, 


ham. 





)xen- 


A WEWOKA. 
T. S. Cobb. 
ant. 


wiiks 


Leahy & Macdonald. 


W. Morris Harrison. 





OREGON. 


ALBANY. 
Gale S. Hill. 
BAKER CITY. 


John L. Rand. 
Cc. O. Hindman. 


CANYON CITY. 
Geo. H. Cattanach. 
Otis Patterson. 


CONDON. 
= a Weinke. 

es 
Cc. R. Barrow. 


ELGIN. 
L. Denham. 


ENTERPRISE. 
J. A. Burleigh. 


KLAMATH FALLS. 
Cc. C. Brower. 


OREGON CITY. 
G O. Brownell. 
Joseph E. Hedges. 
John N. Sievers. 


PENDLETON. 
Raley & Raley. 


PORTLAND. 
J. F. Boothe. 
W. C. Bristol. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
G. E. Hamaker. 
W. P. LaRoche. 
John A. Latourette. 
John McCourt. 
Newton McCoy. 
O. A. Neal. 
L. W. O’Rourke. 
Lon lL. Parker. 
Sanderson Reed. 
J. C. Simmons, 
I. N. Smith. 
J. O. Stearns. 
isopel R. Webster. 

H. Whitfield. 


ST. JOHN. 
D. C. Lewis. 


TILLAMOOK, 
Ss. S. Johnson. 


VALE, 
Geo. E. Davis. 


WASC 
Cc. M Huddleston. 


PANAMA, 


CRpronal. 
H. Carrington. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


CLEARFIELD. 


Hon. Singleton Bell. 


DANVILLE. 
James Scarlet. 


FRANKLIN. 
Clair Crawford. 


H ag 
Thos. J. Baldridge. 





JOHNSTOWN. 


Hon. F. J. O’Connor. 


KANE. 
J. E. Mullin. 


a og 
M. McClure. 


NEWCASTLE. 
J. Norman Martin. 


OIL CITY. 
H. C. Dorworth. 


PHILADELPHIA, 
Lucien H. Alex- 
ander. 
Geo. Wentworth 
Carr. 
Francis Fisher 


Lewia, “Adler & 
La 


ws. 

M. J. McEnery. 
W. A. Melcher. 
C. E. Morgan. 
Michael J. Ryan. 
—_— George 

Smit 

L. N. — 
Philip Sterling. 
Axel Teisen. 
Wm. Jay Turner. 


PITTSBURGH. 
Geo. N. Chalfant. 
W. Clyde Grubbs. 
Ralph H. Frank. 
Hon, Walter Lyon. 
Watterson & Reed. 


SEWICKLEY. 
G. K. Wright. 


UNIONTOWN. 
Harry W. Byrne. 


WASHINGTON. 
Jas. I. 


WAYNE. 
Chas. Howson. 


WILKES-BARRE. 


Miss Sophia O’Hara. 


YORK. 
M. 8S. Niles. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS. 


JOLO. 
F. H. Young. 


MANILA. 
gee R. Harvey. 
A. Kincaid. 
p< N. Wolfson. 


PORTO RICO. 


MAYAQUEZ. 
Cc. E. Foote. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 
Capo. 


SAN JUAN. 
Frank Antonsanti. 


Brownson, Jr. 





RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
coemey, & Cahill. 
Thos. A. Jenckes. 
yon Z. Lee. 
Frank J. Rivelli. 
Fred Rueckert. 


WESTERLY. 


Nathan B. Lewis. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


ANDERSON. 
Bonham, Watkins & 
Allen. 


BARNWELL. 
Jas. E. Davis. 


wy 
H. Ninestein. 


CHARLESTON. 
Logan & Grace. 
Mitchell & Smith. 
Mordecai & Gadsden. 
Louis M. Shimel. 


CHESTERFIELD. 
P. A. Murray, Jr. 


CONWAY. 
J. O. Newton. 


COLUMBIA. 

Barron, McKa 
Frierson & fot- 
fatt. 

Hon. G. Duncan 
Bellinger. 

Lyles & Lyles. 

W. H. Townsend. 


DARLINGTON. 
Robert Macfarlan, 
J. Monroe Spears. 


GREENVILLE. 
W. J. Haynsworth. 
B. F. Martin. 
J. C. Turner, Jr. 


LIBERTY. 
J. F. Keown. 


MULLIN 
W. B. “hisses. 


BRIDGELAND. 
H. Klugh Purdy. 


SPARTANBURG. 
James C. Otts. 


WALHALLA. 
R. T. Jaynes. 


WOODRUFF. 
Cc. M. Drummond. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN, 
Cc. M. Branson. 
G. N. Williamson. 


BELLE FOURCHE. 
L. M. Simons. 


BRITTON. 
Bryan Abbott. 
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BROOKINGS. 
M. E. Culhane. 


CLARK. 
Oliver H. Ames. 
R. A. Dunham. 


DALLAS. 
E. O. Patterson. 


DEADWOOD. 
Henry Frawley. 
John R. Russell. 


DELL RAPIDS. 
G. R. Krause. 


GEDDES. 
R. J. Scoville. 


Gueest 
J. Hooper. 


HURON. 
A, K. Gardner. 
LEAD. 


Chambers Kellar. 
John Walsh. 


MILBANK. 
Thos. L. Bouck. 


MITCHELL. 
Herbert E. Hitch- 
cock. 


PHILIP 


Philip & Waggoner. 


PLANKINTON. 
Donald Fellows. 


PRESHO. 
F. L. Wederath. 


RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 


REDFIELD. 
W. F. Bruell. 


SIOUX FALLS. 
F. R. Aikens. 
Chas. P. Bates. 
Martin Bergh. 
. SG. Cherry. 
’. Parliman. 


VERMILION. 
John L. Jolly. 


YANKTON. 
Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Frank S. Carden. 


Coleman & Frierson. 


An Bstill. 
D.. Lancaster. 
P. %B. Gilbert. 


Boyd W. Hargraves. 


Littleton, Littleton 
& Littleton. 

+ & Altoffer. 

J. W. Scott. 

Oo. W. Reeves. 

Spears & ars. 

Joe V. Wil fame. 


ayy CREEK. 
D. A. Wood. 


HARRIMAN. 
Horace M. Carr. 
F. C, Johnston. 
J. W. Stone. 





HUNTSVILLE. 
Wm, York. 


JACKSBORO. 
Agee & Peters. 


JEFFERSON CITY. 
J. C. Lambdin. 


JELLICO. 
H. B, Brown. 
John J. Jennings. 
Cc. A. Templeton. 


JOHNSON CITY, 
Lee F. Miller. 


KNOXVILLE. 

J. A. Atchley. 

Lewis M. G. Baker. 

Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 

Thos, J. Cline, 

Arthur E. Dunsmore. 

John W. Green. 

Lindsley, Young & 
Donaldson. 

Jas. M. Meek. 

Gordon H. Mynatt. 

Norman B. Morrell. 

Roy H. Beeler. 

A. Y. Burrows. 

Harley G. Fowler. 

S. E. Hodges. 

Robt. M. Jones. 

Geo. W. McDade, Jr. 

Ben M. Mynatt. 

Powers & Thorn- 
burgh. 

J. N. Sharp. 

lL, D. Smith, 

Steinmetz & 
Mitchell. 

W. P. Washburn. 

Pickle, Turner, Ken- 
nedy & Cate. 


MARY 
Cc. T. Cates. 
Will A. McTeer. 


MEMPHIS. 
T. L. Campbell. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
Rowan Greer. 
Allen Hughes. 
R. E. King. 
Cc. W. Metcalf. 
Thos. M. Scruggs. 
Wright & Wright. 
Clyde T. Denton. 
Marsillot & Chand- 


ler. 
Cc. P. Roberts. 


MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 


a ey hom 
R. Cc. Howell. 
Giande Waller. 


NEWPORT. 
W. D. McSween. 


as og CITY. 
H. Swiggart. 


WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E. Banks. 


TEXAS. 


Alem. 
. Van Sickle. 


Alera. 


Thelbert Martin. 





BEAUMONT. 
Tom J. Russell. 


BROWNSVILLE. 
John I. Kleiber. 
Jos. K. Wells. 


CLEBURNE. 
M. N. Bauldwin, 


CORPUS ‘CHRISTI. 
O. H. E. Kramer, 


CORSICANA, 
L. B. Cobb. 
W. A. Tarver. 


DALHART. 
Frank R. Tatum. 


DALLAS. 
A. S. Baskett. 
W. S. Bramlett. 
Geo. Clifton Ed- 

wards. 

Henry C. Coke. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
Firman & Yeargin. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
Harry P. Lawther. 
W. L. Mathis, 
Seay & Seay. 
H. G. Robertson. 
U, F. Short. 
M. W. Townsend. 
R. H. Vogel. 


DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan, 
H. R. Wilson. 


EL PASO. 
Caldwell & 
Sweeney. 
John L. Dyer. 
Wm. H. Burges. 
Hon. P. R. Price. 


FT. WORTH. 
Cc. B. Ambrose. 
Capps & Canty. 
P. W. Brown. 
T. W. Dunn. 
Geo. Q. McGown. 
Prewitt & Parker. 
M. D. Priest. 
R. M. Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 

A. ~~ 

W. H. Grig. 
Poulter & "Johnsen. 
John M. Scott. 


SALA PETON. 
Campbell. 
By Ww. Hayman. 
Jos. V. Lewis. 
W. E. Price. 
James B. & Charles 
J. Stubbs. 
Bryan F. Williams. 


GARLAND. 


Newton P. Morrison. 


GRAPEVINE. 
B. R. Wall. 


GREENVILLE. 
Dinsmore, McMahon 
& Dinsmore. 


HALLETSVILLE. 
Chas, Fertsch. 


HEARNE. 
J. F. Lane. 


HEMPSTEAD. 
R. E. Tompkins, 





HENDERSON. 
Clifford L. Stone. 


HOUSTON. 


L. E. Blankenbecker. 


Chas. Culmore. 
B. F. — 
M. G. Lew 
Norman . «Kittrell. 
Dannenbaum & 
Taub. 

Presley K. Ewing. 
Harry K. Freeman. 
Harris & Harris. 
J. W. Lockett. 
John G. Logue. 

* John W. Parker. 


ae ea 
F. Wolff. 


LIVINGSTON. 
J. C. Feagin. 
Jas. E. Hill. 


MARLIN. 
T. B. Bartlett. 


MARSHALL. 
F. H. Prendergast, 


MERIDIAN. 
Jas. M. stobertson, 


MONTAGUE 
Hon. Homer B. 
Latham, 


ORANG 
‘rom v. " Stephenson. 


QUANAH. 
W. T. Perkins. 


PORT ARTHUR. 
J. K. Bracken. 
A. W. Dycus. 


SAN ANTONIO. 
Kobert L. Ball. 
John H. Bickett, Jr. 
Douglas Cater. 

A. b. Cowen. 
Charles Dittmar. 
Graham Dowdell. 
Thos. H. Franklin. 
Yale Hicks. 
1. L. Kampman, 
Murray & Vidzun. 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Waithall & 
‘Yerrell. 


SANDERSON. 
A. 't. Folsom. 


SHERMAN. 
Jesse F. Holt. 
J. A. L. Wolfe. 


SILVERTON. 
J. Kk, Daniel. 


STEPHENSVILLE. 
B. E. om. 


TEXARKANA, 
R. W. Rogers. 


WACO. 
D. A. Kelley. 
W. M. Sleeper. 


WHEELER. 
J. B, Reynolds. 





wh 
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UTAH. 


VU AORS. 
. M. Ivory. 


HEBER. 
Chase Hatch. 


LOGAN. 
Nebeker, Thatcher & 
Bowen. 


Geo. Halverson. 

A. G. Horn. 

C. H. Hollingsworth. 
W. R. Skeen. 


SALT LAKE CITY. 
Booth, Lee, Badger, 
Rich & Parke. 

E. B. Critchlow. 

H. R. Macmillan. 

Hon. Thos. 
Marioneaux. 

Skeen Bros, & 
Wilkins. 

Benner X. Smith. 

Ray Van Cott. 

Waldemar Van Cott. 

Richard W. Young. 


VERMONT. 


BELLOWS FALLS. 
Almon I. Bolles. 


BETHEL. 
Wallace Batchelder. 
Guy Wilson. 


BRANDON. 
John S. Buttles. 


BURLINGTON. 
Hon. H. S. Peck. 


CHELSEA. 
Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 


HARDWICK. 
Hon. W. O. Taylor. 


aa. 
J. Conant. 
red Laird. 
Geo. B. Young. 


NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & 
Plumley. 


ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 


ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 


VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish. 
VIRGINIA. 


BIG STONE GAP. 
Morison, Morison & 
Robertson, 


DUFFIELD. 
J. D. Carter. 


EASTVIL 
Stanley Marott. 





FAIRFAX. 
John S. Barbour. 


TA SERONURG. 
. O. Dechert. 


HOPEWELL. 
Jesse G. Brown. 
W. H. Daniel. 
J. Toomer Garrow. 
Kershaw & May. 
Morris & Williams. 


KENBRIDGE. 
Thos. W. Ozlin. 


LAWRENCEVILLE. 
Marshall R. Peter- 


son. 
Turnbull & Turn- 
bull. 


LEXINGTON. 
H. St. George 
Tucker. 


MARION. 
Geo. F. Cook, 


NORFOLK. 
Daniel Coleman. 
Sargeant & Sar- 
geant. 
Thomas W. Shelton. 
J. McBryde Webb. 


PETERSBURG. 
Hamilton & Mann. 
Paul Pettit. 
Plummer & Bohan- 

nan. 


RICHMOND. 
Geo. Bryan. 
McGuire, Riley & 

Bryan 

Ss. S. P. “Patteson. 
A. W. Patterson. 
Lawrence P. Pool. 
Robt. E. Scott. 
Thos. A. Talley. 
J. McD. Wellford. 


ROANOKE. 
Cc. A. McHugh. 
Staples & Cocke. 
Roy B. Smith. 


SCOTTSVILLE. 
c &. Patteson. 


WARRENTON. 

m. Horgan. 
WASHINGTON. 

BREMERTON. 
Peters & Dakin. 


CATHLAMET. 
William Stuart. 


COLVILLE. 
W. Lon Jo®&nson. 


BYEaP*t- 
W. Jordan, 


COLDERD ALE. 
Wm. D. Darch., 


HOQUIA 
E. A. Philbrick. 


LIND. 
F. E. Allison. 





MT. VERNON. 
Hurd & Hurd. 


“NEWPORT. 
Chas, H. Leavy. 


eh a ig YAKIMA. 
J. Bounds. 
Klien S. Davis. 
Ira P. Englehart. 


OKANOGAN. 
Cc. H. Neal. 


OLYMPIA. 


Thos. M. Vance. 


PASCO. 
L. D. Eustus. 


PATEROS. 
Chas. T. Borg. 


7s TOWNSEND. 
Coleman. 
t D. Gnagey. 


| REPUBLIC. 
Geo. V. Alexander. 


SEATTLE, 
Edward Brady. 
Brightman & 

Tennant. 

Vivian M. Carkeek. 
Carver & Slattery. 
Cc. S. Claypool. 
Clise '& Poe. 
Wilson R. Gay. 
Carroll B. Graves. 
James B. Howe. 
McClure & 
Fred H. Peterson. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Thos. R. Shepard. 
Harold Preston. 


SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 


REPUBLIC. 
Jas. T. Johnson. 


SEDRO-WOOLLEY. 
F. D. Carson. 


SPOKANE. 
Oscar Cain. 
Wm. E. Jones. 
Nuzum, Clark & 
Nuzum. 
J. B. Lindsley. 
Wm. A. Monten, 


Jos. Rosslow. 
P. C. Shine. 
Chas. J. Webb. 


TACOMA. 
Chas. O. Bates, 
Col. B. W. Coiner. 
G. W. H. Davis. 
Fletcher & Evans. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Wesley Lloyd. 
Lund & Lund. 
S. F. McAnally. 
Raymond J. McMil- 


an, 

E. F. Masterson. 

Sullivan & 
Christian, 


WENATCHEE. 
A. N. Corbin. 
G. G. Hannon. 





McClure. 





WEST VIRGINIA. 


BUCKHANNON. 
Wm. S. O’Brien. 


CHARLESTON. 

Cc areas Broun. 

Leo Loeb. 

Enslow, Fitzpatrick, 
Alderson & Baker. 

Molahan, McClintic 
& Mathews. 

Harry E. Penhale. 

Price, Smith, Spil- 
man & Clay. 

M. F. Stiles. 

Hon. Ira E. Robin- 
son. 


CLARKSBURG. 
Stephen G. Jackson. 


ae 
E. Bowers. 
H. é Kump. 


HARRISVILLE. 
Homer Adams. 


HUNTINGTON. 

Campbell, Brown & 
Davies. 
ary Fitzpatrick, 
Baker. 

vinein & Thompson. 
Geo. S. Wallace. 
Cc. S. Welch. 


LEWISBURG. 
Hon. Charles S. 
Dice. 


MARLINGTON. 
L. M. McClintic. 


Se ee 
P. Moats. 
Van Winkle & 
Ambler. 
W. H. Wolfe. 


POINT PLEASANT. 
Hon. Chas. E. Hogg. 


PINEVILLE. 
W. Clyde Senter. 
F. E. Shannon. 


WHEELING. 
G. R. C. Allen. 
McCamic & Clarke. 
J. Bernard Handlan. 


WISCONSIN. 


ASHLAN 
M. E. Dillon. 
Allan T. Pray. 


AUGUSTA. 
Johnston, Baker & 
Gilbertson. 


BURLINGTON. 
Cc. O. Bergener. 


COLBY 
F. A. Jackson. 


DARLINGTON. 
Orton & Osborn. 


EAST MILWAUKEE. 
Joe E. Cordes. 


ELLSWORTH. 
John E. Foley. 
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ELEKHORN. 
Hon. Jay F. Lyon. 


ELROY. 
Henry C. Rowan, 


a. RAPIDS. 
Chas. E. Briere. 


Goggins & Brazeau. 


GREEN BAY 


Minahan & Minahan. 


HARTFORD. 
Sawyer & Sawyer. 


HORICON. 
W. H. Markham. 


HUDSON. 
Baker & Haven. 


JANESVILLE. 
Roger Cunningham. 
E. D. McGowan. 


LA CROSSE. 
Geo. H. Gordon. 


MADISON. 
Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 
M. D. Larson. 
8. ye Madigan. 
w. P. Morris. 
» A Richmond. 


MANITOWOC. 
Emil Baensch. 


MAZOMANIE. 
S. A. Madigan. 


ae 
. B. Runke. 


MILWAUKEE. 
Bohmrick & Gabel. 
Bloodgood, Kemper 

& Bloodgood. 
Harvey M. Burns, 





MILWAUKEE. 
E. 


Jos. 'B. Hirschburg. 


Wm. A. Klatte. 
Markham, Freeman 


Van py ke & Van 
Dyk 


Henry “Vocke. 
Moritz Wittig, Jr. 


OSHKOSH. 
John W. Hume. 
M. H. Eaton. 


PLYMOUTH. 
H. J. Rooney. 


PORTAGE. 
Daniel H. Grady. 


ro bs my - 
¥F. Schanen. 


PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
Hon. W. R. Graves. 


RACINE. 
Chas. Krenzke. 


RHINELANDER. 
E. D. Minahan. 
Chas, F. Smith. 


RICE LAKE. 
James Robbins. 


SHEBOYGAN. 
Wm. B. Collins. 
Paul T. Kprez. 


“or. 
S. A. Barrett. 


> POINT 
. F. Owens. 


te 
D. E. Roberts. 


WATERTOWN. 
John G. Conway. 





bel tS 
. H. Tichenor. 


WEST SUPERIOR. 
Crownhart & Foley. 
W. M. Steele. 


WYOMING. 


CASPER. 
W. B. Holliday. 
John W. Whelan. 


CHEYENNE. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 


LARAMIE. 
Cc. P, Arnold. 


NEW CASTLE. 


Hon. E. C. Raymond. 


RAWLINS. 
Chas, E. Blyden- 
burgh. 


SHERIDAN. 
D. P. B. Marshall. 


WORLAND. 
Cc. H. Harkins, 


CANADA, 


HARTLAND. 
M. L. Hayward. 


OTTAWA. 
M. J. Griffin. 
H. H. Bligh. 


ger oy EC. 
L. A. Taschereau. 





REGINA, 
J. C. Martin. 


MONTREAL. 
Victor E. Mitchell. 


HALIFAX. 
S. Jenks. 
H. Mellish. 


CHINA, 


SHANGHAI. 
J. O. Anderson. 


GERMANY. 


LEIPZIG. 
A, Twietmeyer & 
Co. 


TURIN. 
Fratelli Bocci. 


JAPAN. 


TOKIO. 
R. Shinomiya. 


NEW ZEALAND. 


WELLINGTON. 
F. Harrison. 


SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 





